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Andreas E. Gkoutzioukostas 


The prefect oflllyricum and the prefect of Thessaloniki 

1. Theories and problems concerning the prefect of Illyricum and the 
prefect of Thessaloniki 

One of the thorniest issues in contemporary research is the organiza¬ 
tion and function of the provincial administrative structures of the Byzantine 
Empire, especially during the transitional period of the so-called Dark Ages 
(7 th -9 th c.), because of the scanty information provided by literary sources. 
Although our limited knowledge is supplemented by sigillary material, in 
some cases however different and conflicting theories have been formulated. 

Such is the case of the prefect oflllyricum (emxQxoc, ’IAAuqlkou), who was 
at the head of the prefecture oflllyricum, which was established in 395 or ear¬ 
ly 396 and included the dioeceses of Dacia and Macedonia 1 . His seat was in 
Thessaloniki 2 . It has been argued that the Slavic invasions and the challenge 
to the Byzantine rule in the areas around Thessaloniki led to the restriction of 
the prefect's jurisdiction to the city itself, a transition which is reflected in the 
seals (8 th -9 th c.), where a prefect of Thessaloniki and not oflllyricum is mentioned: 


1. Concerning the prefecture oflllyricum until the permanent partition of Illyricum between 
East and West in 395/6, see B. Bavant, L'lllyricum, in: Le monde byzantin, vol. I: L’Empire romain 
d'Orient 330-641, ed. Cecile Morrisson, Pais 2004, p. 303-347,304-306. See also A. Gkoutzioukostas 
- X. Moniaros, H nspupspEiaKrj 6ioncr]ziKfj avadiopyavaror] zt]Q Bv£avzivrjs Avzoxpazoplac 
and t ov Iovaziviavo A (527-565): H neplnzcoar] zpc Quaestura Iustiniana Exercitus, [Exaipela 
Butavxivcov Eqeuvcov 22] Thessaloniki 2009, p. 18 and note 57, with the relevant bibliography. 

2. See B. Bavant, L'lllyricum (see n. 1) 308-309, who correctly argues that Thessaloniki 
was constantly the capital of the prefecture from the end of the 4 th to the end of the 7 th century. 
Concerning the problem of the capital of the prefecture oflllyricum and its transfer from Sirmium 
to Thessaloniki in 441, see G. Theocharides, Iozopta zr\Q Maxedovlat; xaza rove peoovc; xpdvovt; 
(285-1354), [MaKEbovucf] BL[3Aio0f]Kr| 55] Thessaloniki 1980, p. 100-103, with the older bibliogra¬ 
phy. Cf. Elisavet Chatziantoniou, H prjzpdnoAr} 0EoaaAovlKTi<; ano za peaa zov 8 av ecoq zo 1430. 
IspapxLKfi zafr] - EkkAt]ouxozlkti nEpuptpeux - AioiKpziKT] opyavwor], [Butavxiva Kelpeva kcil 
MeAexou. 42], Thessaloniki 2007, p. 18-19, with bibliography. See also the study of P. Toth, Sirmian 
Martyrs in Exile Pannonian Case-Studies and a Re-evaluation of the St Demetrius Problem, 
Byzantinische Zeitschrift 103.1 (2010) 145-170, p. 164-168, who rejects the view that the seat of the 
prefecture was transferred from Sirmium to Thessaloniki. 
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-Agallianos, spatharios and eparchos of Thessaloniki (9 th c. or rather first third 
of the 9 th c.) 3 . 

-Andronikos, hypatos and eparchos of Thessaloniki (8 lh -9 th ) 4 . 

-Basileios, basilikos spatharios and eparchos of Thessaloniki (9 th c. or rather 
first half of the 9 th c) 5 . 

-Eustathios, basilikos spatharios and eparchos of Thessaloniki (8 th c.) 6 . 

-Ioannes (?) basilikos spatharios and eparchos of Thessaloniki (late 8 th c.) 7 . 

-Leon, hypatos, basilikos spatharios and eparchos of Thessaloniki (8*-9 th c.) 8 . 

-Niketas, hypatos, basilikos spatharios and eparchos of Thessaloniki (8 th c. or in the 
second quarter of the 8 th c. according to the more accurate dating by A.-K. Was- 
siliou-Seibt and W. Seibt) 9 . 

-Persentios, hypatos, basilikos spatharios and eparchos of Thessaloniki (second 
half of the 8 th c.) 10 . 

-Staurakios, basilikos spatharios and eparchos of Thessaloniki (8 th -9 th c.) 11 . 

-Theodoras, hypatos and eparchos of Thessaloniki (first half of the 8 th c.) 12 . 


3. Three seals from the same boulloterion: V. Laurent, Documents de sigillographie byzantine. 
La collection C. Orghidan, Paris 1952, no. 238. - G. Zacos - A. Veglery, Byzantine Lead Seals, vol. I, 
Basel 1972, no. 1691. - J. Nesbitt - N. Oikonomides, Catalogue of Byzantine Seals at Dumbarton Oaks 
and in the Fogg Museum of Art, vol. 1: Italy, North of the Balkans, North of the Black Sea, Washing¬ 
ton , D.C. 1991, no. 18.18. -1. Jordanov, Corpus of Byzantine Seals from Bulgaria, vol. 1: Byzantine Seal 
with Geographaphical Names, Sofia 2003, no. 34.7. Cf. Prosopographie der mittelbyzantinischen Zeit. 
Erste Abteilung (641-867), nach Vorarbeiten F. Winkelmanns, erstellt von R.-J. Lilie, C. Ludwig, 
T. Pratsch, I. Rochow, B. Zielke u.a., t. 1-6, Berlin - New York 1999-2002, no. 115. 

4. G. Zacos - A. Veglery, Seals (see n. 3) no. 1717A (750-850). Cf. PmbZ (see n. 3) no. 434. 

5. Elena Stepanova, Seals from Eparchoi of Thessalonica from the Hermitage Collection, 
Proceedings of the 10 ,h International Symposium of Byzantine Sigillography, Ioannina, 1-3 October 2009, 
ed. Chr. Stavrakos and Barbara Papadopoulou, Wiesbaden - Ioannina 2011, p. 293-296, no. 3. 

6. J. Nesbitt - N. Oikonomides, Catalogue (see n. 3) no. 18.19. Cf. PmbZ (see n. 3) no. 1758. 

7. Alexandra-Kyriaki Wassiliou - W. Seibt, Die byzantinischen Bleisiegel in Osterreich, 
2. Teil: Zentral- und Provinzialverwaltung, [Osterreichische Akademie der Wissenschaften. 
Veroffentlichungen der Kommision fur Byzantinistik II/2] Wien 2004, no. 136. 

8. K. M. Konstantopoulos, BvCavTiaxa poAvpbbpovAAa tov iv AdijvaiQ E Gvikov Movoelov, 
Athens 1917, no. 8y, p. 282. Cf. PmbZ (see n. 3) no. 4391. 

9. G. Zacos - A. Veglery, Seals (see n. 3) 957. - J. Nesbitt - N. Oikonomides, Catalogue (see 
n. 3) no. 18.20. - A-K. Wassiliou-Seibt - W. Seibt, Bleisiegel (see n. 7) no. 136. Cf. PmbZ (see n. 3) 
no. 5394], 

10. Seven specimens from the same boulloterion: E. Stepanova, Eparchoi (see n. 5) no. 2. 

11. Two specimens from different boulloteria: G. Zacos - A. Veglery, Seals (see n. 3) no. 2382a- 
b. - J. Nesbitt - N. Oikonomides, Catalogue (see n. 3) no. 18.21a-b. Cf. PmbZ (see n. 3) no. 6887. 

12. J.-Q. Cheynet - C. Morisson - W. Seibt, Les sceaux byzantins de la collection Henri 
Seyrig, Paris 1991, no. 196. Cf. PmbZ (see n. 3) no. 7533. See also another seal of Theodoros, hypatos and 
eparchos cf Thessaloniki published by E. Stepanova, Eparchoi (see n. 5) no. 1. The seal is attributed by the 
editor to the same person, despite the differences between the two specimens. 
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-Theognios, eparchos of Thessaloniki (beginnings of the 8 th c.) 13 . 

-N. eparchos of Thessaloniki (8 th -9 th c.) 14 . 

-N. eparchos of Thessaloniki (8 th -9 th c.) 15 . 

-N. basilikos spatharios and eparchos of Thessaloniki (8 th -9 th c.) 16 . 

P. Lemerle formulated different and contradictory views regarding the 
prefect oflllyricum, which although disputed by J. Karayannopoulos 17 have af¬ 
fected modem research. Initially, P. Lemerle claimed, in his book "Philippes 
et Macedoine orientale ..." (1945), that the prefect oflllyricum survived until the 
8 th century 18 , but later, in his study of the invasions and the migrations in the 
Balkans during the 8 th century (1954), he argued that the prefecture oflllyricum 
disappeared between 610 and 678-680 and that the prefect oflllyricum became 
an urban prefect 19 . Finally, in his commentary on the edition of St Demetrius' 
Miracles (1981), he revised his previous assumptions and argued that the last 
mentions of the prefect of Illyricum were those of the second collection of St 
Demetrius' Miracles dated in the late 7 th century and that later the praetorian 
prefect became an urban prefect 20 . 

Many scholars, including N. Oikonomides, followed P. Lemerle's views 
and adopted the idea that the prefect oflllyricum had become an urban prefect as 
early as the second half of the 7 th century, since the prefecture disintegrated and 
the power of the Byzantines in the region around Thessaloniki was strongly 
disputed by the Slavs 21 . Other scholars, such as Aikaterini Christophilopoulou 


13. V. Laurent, La Macedoine orientale a l'epoque byzantine. A propos d'un livre recent. 
Revue des Etudes Byzantines 6 (1948) 74-85, p. 77, who mentions a seal of this person without any 
further details. 

14. G. Zacos - A. Veglery, Seals (see n. 3) no. 2588. - J. Nesbitt - N. Oikonomides, Catalogue (see 
n. 3) no. 18.22. Cf. PmbZ (see n. 3) no. 11230 

15. G. Zacos - A. Veglery, Seals (see n. 3) no. 2589. - J. Nesbitt - N. Oikonomides, Catalogue (see 
n. 3) no. 18.23. Cf. PmbZ (see n. 3) no. 11943 

16. G. Zacos - A. Veglery, Seals (see n. 3) no. 2651 (750-850). Cf. PmbZ (see n. 3) no. 11213. 

17. J. Karayannopoulos, To pvCavzivd bioiKqzLKd ovorqya ora BaAxavia (4 K -9 K at.), 
[EAAqvLKT] E7UTQ07IT] E7iou6d)v NoxioavaxoAiKr|i; EuQcoTir|<;] Athens 1994, p. 13-20. 

18. P. Lemerle, Philippes et la Macedoine orientale a l'epoque chretienne et byzantine, [Bibliotheque 
des Ecoles franchises d'Athenes et de Rome 158] Paris 1945, p. 123. 

19. See P. Lemerle, Invasions et migrations dans les Balkans depuis la fin de l'epoque romaine 
jusqu'au VUIe siecle, Revue Historique 211 (avril-juin 1954) 265-308 (=Idem, Essais sur le monde by- 
zantin, Variorum Reprints, London 1980,1), p. 270 n. 3,271-272. 

20. P. Lemerle, Les plus anciens recueils des miracles de saint Demetrius et la penetration des Slaves dans 
les Balkans, vol. I: Le texte, Paris 1979, vol. II: Commentaire, Paris 1981, II, p. 176-177. 

21. J. Nesbitt - N. Oikonomides, Catalogue (see n. 3) no. 18, p. 50. - N. Oikonomides, Le kom- 
merkion d'Abydos, Thessalonique et la commerce bulgare du 9' siecle, in Hommes et richesses dans 
Vempire byzantin, vol. II, VUIe-XVe siecle, ed. Vassiliki Kravari - J. Lefort - Cecile Morrisson, [Realites 
Byzantines 3] Paris 1992, p. 241-248, 245. See also G. Theocharides, Iozopia tt]q Maxeboviac; 
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and Angeliki Konstantakopoulou, considered that the prefect oflllyricum was 
abolished and that the prefect of Thessaloniki was a completely new institution 
similar to the prefect of Constantinople 22 . 

Although in one of their studies W. Brandes and J. Haldon adopted the 
theory that the prefect of Thessaloniki was a new type of imperial officer 23 , they 
consider the prefect of Thessaloniki as an evolution of the prefect of Illyricum. 
According to J. Haldon "the praetorian prefect of Illyricum existed until the 
second half of the 7 th century, although his prefecture effectively disappears 
and he becomes, in practice, the eparch or the prefect of Thessaloniki, for whom 
seals from the later 7 th century until the later 8 th century survive" 24 . It should 
be mentioned, however, that the seals of the prefects of Thessaloniki date from 


(see n. 2) 96, 102, 220. - J.-Cl. Cheynet - B. Flusin, Du monastere Ta Kathara a Thessalonique : 
Theodore Stoudite sur la route de l'exil, REB 48 (1990) 193-211, p. 201 note 29. - Maria Leontsini, 
Kcuvozavzlvoq A' (668-685). O zeAevzaioq npcozoflvCavzivoc; avzoxpdzopaq, [EGvlko Tbpupa 
Eqeuvwv, MovoypacfiLEg 7] Athens 2006, p. 204. - J.-Cl. Cheynet, L'administration imperiale, in: 
Le monde byzantin, vol. II: L’Empire byzantin 641-1204, ed. J.-Cl. Cheynet, Paris 2006, p. 125-147,147. 

22. Aikaterini Christophilopoulou, ButavTivq McucE&ovta. ExEblanpa yia tt)v enoxn 
and za teAq tou Ex'pexQL za pecra xou 0'aicova, BvCavziva 12 (1983) 9-63, p. 46, 51-52, who 
considers that the prefect of Illyricum was abolished between 620-680 and that the prefect of the 
second collection of St Demetrius' Miracles was a different and new institution, an urban prefect 
(of Thessaloniki) similar to that of Constantinople, following P. Lemerle (Invasions). - Angeliki 
Konstantakopoulou, IozopiKfj Tearypaipia zrjc Maiccdoviac (4oq-6oc; at.), Giannena 1984, p. 93 and 
note 47 (p. 335), contrary to Aik. Christophilopoulou, remarks that the last mentions of the praefectus 
Illyrici are those of St Demetrius' Miracles. - Eadem, L'eparque de Thessalonique: Les origines 
d'une institution administrative (Vlll-IXe siecles), in: Communications grecques presentees au Ve 
Congres International des Etudes du Sud Est-Europeen (Belgrade, 11-17 Septembre 1984), Athens 1985, 
p. 157-162. - Eadem, BvC,avzivr\ @EooaAoviKr]. Xwpoq xac ibeoAoyia [nav£7uaTqpio Icoavvivarv. 
E7ucrrr|povLKq EnExqQLba OiAoaocfHKqi; ExoAfji;. Aa>&d>vq, IlaQdQTqpa 62], Giannena 1996, 
p. 64, 88. 

23. W. Brandes - J. Haldon, Towns, Tax and Transformation: State, Cities and their Hinterlands 
in the East Roman World, c. 500-800, in: Towns and their Territories between Late Antiquity and the 
Early Middle Ages, ed. G. P. Brogiolo, N. Gauthier, N. Christie, Leiden - Boston - Koln 2000, p. 141- 
172,170-171: "... It seems more likely that the central government now appointed eparchs, perhaps 
following the precedent of the appointment of the eparch of the city of Constantinople. It is in 
any case doubtful whether the eparch, whose presence at Thessaloniki is mentioned in the second 
part of the Miracula S. Demetrii, should be seen simply as the holder of the old office of praefectus 
praetorio per Illyricum. A seal of Niketas, eparch ofNicaea ... together with several seals of eparchs of 
Thessaloniki, supports the view that these eparchs represent a new type of imperial official". 

24. L. Brubaker - J. F. Haldon, Byzantium in the Iconoclast Era, c. 680-850. A History, Cambridge 
2011, p. 671. See also J. Haldon, Byzantium in the seventh century. The transformation of a culture, 
Cambridge 1990, p. 195, where it is mentioned : "the praetorian prefect of Illyricum continued to 
exist until the second half of the seventh century, although probably with only nominal authority 
over much of his former prefecture, which was now mostly outside Byzantine imperial control". 
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the early 8 th century to the early 9 th century and not from the 7 th century. W. 
Brandes believes that the prefect of Illyricum did not disappear, but was trans¬ 
formed into a prefect of the city of Thessaloniki in the 7 th century, because the 
lands of the prefecture were conquered by the Avars and the Slavs. He also 
remarks that, although it is not certain that the prefect of Thessaloniki had the 
same duties as the prefect of Constantinople, urban prefects are mentioned in 
relation to other cities of the empire during the 8th century, such as in Nikaia, 
Nikomedeia, Amorion and Catania 25 . 

J. Karayannopoulos, on the other hand, has suggested that the prefect of 
Thessaloniki was in fact a continuation of the prefect of Illyricum, with his ju¬ 
risdiction not confined to the narrow limits of the city but extended to the 
region of central and east Macedonia, from Pindos to the Nestos, and after the 
creation of the theme of Thrace to the Strymon, and from the Aliakmon to south 
of Stoboi, until the establishement of the theme of Thessaloniki and the replace¬ 
ment of the prefect by the strategos of Thessaloniki 26 . 

The recent publication, by Elena Stepanova, of new seals of prefects of 
Thessaloniki from the collection of the Hermitage Museum in St Petersburg 27 
provides new prosopographical data and a good occasion for a re-examina- 
tion of the relation between the prefect of Illyricum and the prefect of Thessaloniki. 

The present paper brings into discussion the problem of the duration of 
the prefecture and the prefect of Illyricum and includes certain observations on 
the information of St Demetrius' Miracles concerning the terminology used 
for the prefect of Illyricum and his duties. In addition, it examines whether 
the prefect of Thessaloniki mentioned on seals (8 th -9 th c.) was a survival of the 
prefect of Illyricum or a post created ab initio, whether it was an office similar 
to that of the prefect of Constantinople with a jurisdiction limited to the city 
of Thessaloniki and whether this administrative model was applied to other 
cities of the empire as well. 


25. W. Brandes, Finanzverwaltung in Krisenzeiten. Untersuchungen zur byzantinischen Admi¬ 
nistration im 6.-9. Jahrhundert, [Forschungen zur Byzantinischen Rechtsgeschichte 25] Frankfurt 
a.M. 2002, p. 53-54 and 611-613. See also n. 185. 

26. J. Karayannopoulos, ZUoiktjthco ovozrpia (see n. 17) 10-20 and maps 4-6. See also Alkmene 
Stavridou-Zafraka, Slav Invasions and the Theme Organization in the Balkan Peninsula, Bv- 
Cavziaica 12 (1992) 167-179, p. 169-172. - Eadem, T a Oepaxa tou M«ke6ovlkou x.d>Qou. To 0epa 
©ectctoAovlkt)? coc, tic; apx4? tou 10™ ai., BvQavuva 19 (1998) 157-170, p. 160 ff. - Eadem, The 
Development of the Theme Organisation in Macedonia, in: Byzantine Macedonia, Identity, Image 
and History. Papers from the Melbourne Conference July 1995, ed. J. Burke and R. Scott Melbourne 
2000, p. 128-138,132-133. -P. Papademetriou, ©ectplke? oxectel? tgjv aAapucwv 7iAr|0uapcov to 
P’pLao tou 7™ cu„ BvQxvziva 24 (2004) 167-218, p. 179-180. 

27. E. Stepanova, Eparchoi (see n. 5). 
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2. The testimonies of St Demetrius' Miracles 

The main narrative sources about the prefect of Illyricum are the two well 
known collections of St Demetrius' Miracles that praise the patron saint of the 
city and provide valuable information about Thessaloniki, unknown to other 
sources. The first collection is attributed to John, archbishop of Thessaloniki, 
and dates to the early 7 th century, while the second collection was compiled by 
an anonymous clergyman seventy years later 28 . Despite the reservations that 
have been expressed from time to time concerning the historical reliability 
of these hagiographical sources 29 , St. Demetrius' Miracles have been used by 
many scholars, who draw conclusions on the history, the social and admin¬ 
istrative structure of Thessaloniki, and the relations between the Byzantines 
and the Slavic tribes. 

The prefect of Illyricum is mentioned several times in the first collection 
of the Miracles, which refers to "zovq t cov vnapxcov Opdvovp z ovq Kara to 
lAAvpicov edvop” 30 , "zrjv enapxov apxpv zov lAAvpucov" 3 ', "zovc, vnapxovp 


28. Apart from P. Lemerle's edition and commentary see also P. Chrestou, H ypappazeta 
t cov ArjprjzpEuov A. Airfyfjoeu; nepi t cov Oavpazcov zov Aytov Apprjzpbv, Thessaloniki 1993 
and Ch. Bakirtzes, Aytov Apppzpbv Oavpaza. Oi ovAAoyec apxienioKonov Icoawov km 
Avcovvpov. O plot;, za Oavpaza kou rj QeooaAovvKT] zov Aytov Ar\pr\zptov, translation by Aloe 
Sideri, Thessaloniki 1997. Cf. also Sofia Kotzabassi, AyioAoyuca KEipeva, in: H BeooaAovtKr] ozq 
pvCavzivri Aoyozcxvta. PrjzopiKa Kai ayioAoyixa Ketpeva, [BuCavxiva Ketpeva Kai MeAexai 32] 
Thessaloniki 2002, p. 91-95. 

29. P. Speck, De Miracula Sancti Demetri, qui Thessalonicam profugus venit, [noucLAa 
Butavxivd 12, Varia TV] Bonn 1993, p. 255 ff. - Idem, Nochmals zu den Miracula Sancti Demetrii. Die 
Version des Anastasius Bibliothecarius, [IToLKiAa BuCavxiva 13, Varia V] Bonn 1994, p. 317 ff. His 
views were criticized by A. Stavridou-Zafraka, H vioxcoq eqeu va y la xq Aaxpeta Kai xa ©aupaxa 
xou Aytou Aqpqxotou, in: IJpaKZiKa IBAie&vovq EnixJzppoviKOV Zvpnootov: «XpujziaviKfi 
BEOcaAoviKt]. O lepoQ vadc zov Aytov Aqpqzptov, npooKwppa AvazoArjc km Avoe(oq», (Iepa 
Movq BAazadanr, 1-3 Oxzcopplov 1998), Thessaloniki 2001, p. 151-162. See also N. Dapergolas, 
XAajSiKEC eyKazaozaoELt; azrj Maxebovta eioc; km zov 9o Mcova, Thessaloniki 2009, p. 37-50. 
Reservations concerning the historical information of the Miracles have been also expressed by 
Vassiliki Papoulia, To 7ipopAqpa xqg apqviKr|q bieiabuCTeo)? xarv £Aa|3ci>v axqv EAAaba, in: 
AieQvEcZvpnooio, BvCavzivq MaKedovta, 324-1430,29-31 October 1992, [ExaipetaMaKEboviKarv 
E7iou6cbv. MaKeboviKT] BipAioOrjKq 82] Thessaloniki 1995, p. 255-265, 261, but see also 264. Cf. 
Th. Korres, napaxqQrjaei? ctxtxlkei; p£ xi? 6uo uqcozec; anonEiQEt; xaiv ApapoaAapcov va Ka- 
xaAa|3ouv xq ©EaaaAoviKq (596 Kai 614), in: Maxedovta. Iazopta km TIoAiziopoi;, Aiqpeptba 
(20 km 21 Oxzcofiptov 1995), Fiorina 1997, p. 11-29, 26-27. - Idem, Some remarks on the first two 
major attempts of the Avaroslavs to capture Thessaloniki (597 and 614), BvCavziva (1998) 171- 
185, p. 182-183], who pointed out the existence of a core of historical truth in the Miracles. Cf. also 
J. Karayannopoulos, Zur Frage der Slaveneinsiedlung im griechischen Raum, Athenes 1995, p. 9 ff., 
who remarks that it is difficult to assess the historical value of the Miracles. 

30. P. Lemerle, Miracles 110 (57.6-7). 

31. P. Lemerle, Miracles 125 (69.4), 77 (108.6), 128 (137.18). 
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’lAAvpixov" 32 and "tt)v tmv vnapxcov tov lAAvpixov eQvovq apxrjv " 33 . There 
are also references to "fnapxoc;" 34 , "vnapxop" or "imapxop efovoia" 35 and 
to "enapxovc;" 36 or "bndpxovc;" 37 as well as to the scrinia of the prefecture of 
Illyricum and their head. 

Concerning the scrinia, the "afiopvripdvevToc; avrjp kou tt)v evt ipov 
oxpaxEiav tov baxixov xaAovpevov oxpiviov tcov vnepAdpnpatv {mapxcov 
tov lAAvpixov gt potTEvdpEvoc” 38 and those who were "ev toIq OKpiviou; tcov 
vnapxcov tov lAAvpixov npcbzoi" are mentioned 39 . It is known that the prae¬ 
torian prefects were assisted by a numerous staff of subordinates, in order to 
perform their administrative, financial and judicial duties 40 . The administra¬ 
tive organization of the prefectures was divided into two branches, financial 
and judicial; they consisted of scrinia that were situated in the capitals of the 
prefectures. The available information about the judicial structure of the pre¬ 
fecture of Illyricum is scanty: only a cornicularius, who was at the head of the 
judicial department, and a primiscrinius, who was responsible for the execu¬ 
tion of the judicial decisions of the prefect, are known 41 . Nevertheless, we can 
posit that the judicial branch may have resembled that of the other prefectures, 
which included more senior officers, such as the commentariensis, dealing 
with criminal cases, the ab actis, concerned with civil cases and the keeping 
of judicial records, and perhaps the a libellis, responsible for petitions and for 
the correspondence of the prefect of Illyricum 42 . The composition of the finan¬ 
cial department, on the other hand, is well attested. According to the Notitia 
Dignitatum, the prefecture of Illyricum consisted of four scrinia: one for each 


32. P. Lemerle, Miracles 177 (108.3), 86 (114.18), 106 (126.3), 129 (137.21). 

33. P. Lemerle, Miracles 196 (119.15). 

34. P. Lemerle, Miracles 110 (57.4), 15 (61.25), 22 (66.26), 92 (116.6), 93 (116.17), 94 (118.2), 96 
(119.31). 

35. P. Lemerle, Miracles 113 (59.18 kcu 21), 15 (61.16), 16 (62.8 kcu 63.1), 22 (66.9), 210 (188.22), 
231 (209.5), 290 (229.16-17: "oL xijv vnapxov ^xovieq (fpovziboT). 

36. P. Lemerle, Miracles 177 (108.12). 

37. P. Lemerle, Miracles 122 (66.20), 23 (67.14), 79 (108.20). 

38. P. Lemerle, Miracles 1106 (126.2-3). 

39. P. Lemerle, Miracles 1129 (137.21). 

40. Notitia Dignitatum, ed. C. Neira Faleiro, [Nueva Roma 25] Madrid 2004, Or. 11.59-71 kcu 
III.20-32, Oc. H.43-55 and III.38-50. Cf. W. Brandes, Finanzverwaltung (see n. 25) 63 ff. - A. Gkou- 
tzioukostas - X. Moniaros, Quaestura Exercitus (see n. 1) 23-25 with bibliography. 

41. Codex Justinianus, ed. P. Krueger, (Corpus Juris Civilis II), Berlin 1877,12.49.12: "cornicula¬ 
rius et primiscrinius et numerarius scrinii macedoniae et scrinii daciae". For the similar officials of the 
prefecture of the East, see Chr. Kelly, John Lydus and the Eastern Praetorian Prefecture in the Sixth 
Century AD, BZ 98.2 (2005) 431-458, p. 433, 437-441. 

42. For the judicial department of Africa see A. Gkoutzioukostas - X. Moniaros, Quaestura 
Exercitus (see n. 1) 68-69. For the senior officers of the judicial branch of the prefecture of the East see 
Chr. Kelly, Prefecture (see n. 41) 435-442. 
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dioecesis (Macedonia and Dacia), one for public works ( scrinium operum), and 
one for the treasury ( scrinium auri ) 43 . The officials of the scrinia were called 
scriniarii 44 and those at their head were called numerarii 45 . 

The term "knapxoi ©taaakov'ucpc," ("prefects of Thessaloniki") oc¬ 
curs only once, as a synonym, it seems, for the prefect or prefects of Illyricum 
mentioned in one and the same paragraph of the Miracles of St Demetrius. 
The subordinate of the komes of Abydos, who had been sent to Chios be¬ 
cause of the delay to the ships carrying the annona civica from Alexandria to 
Constantinople, sent a letter of protest to the prefect of Illyricum when he dis¬ 
covered that the ships were sailing to Thessaloniki and informed the komes 
of Abydos about the incident blaiming the prefect of Thessaloniki - that is, the 
prefect of Illyricum: "O 6e dvr\p ... vnoxonijoac tovq vnapxovc xov lAAvpixov 
... ypappaoi napaxpfjpa xkxprixaL npoc, tov xt]viKavxa ti)v knapxov kyxE- 
Xeipiopkvov ocpxpv tov lAAvpixov, xaxapocov xpv adudav, npoodeic; xai to 
dvopa xov nepcpOevxoc bfjdev nap' adxov Aijpijxpiov kni xrj xcov nAoicov 
avayxaoxixrj npoxponrj. Ovx ppeArjoe 5k, aAAa xai xcv oxeiAavxi avxdv kv 
Xico xai xrjc Afivdov npoxaOripkvcp yeypdcprjxe, diafaAAcov tovq knapxovt; 
0EooaAovixrjc;, yvcvpioac, avxcv xa xaxa Aeutov xai to dvopa xov nEprpOev- 
xoc; Apppxpiov, coq exelvov XLvrjOevxa Ovpco (laoiAEi xavxa npooavoioai, xai 
faoiAka naAiv xov (piAdxpioxov kninArjxTixaic, npoc tovq knapxovc xeAev- 
oeol xppoaodai nspi tovtcov" 46 . 

W. Brandes wonders whether the prefects of Thessaloniki in the above pas¬ 
sage referred to the prefect of Illyricum or the prefect of Thessaloniki. In addition, 
he does not exclude the possibility that the term enapxoi referred in general 
to the head officers ("fiihrende Beamte") 47 . As we see it, there is no differ¬ 
ence between the prefect of Illyricum and the prefect of Thessaloniki in the above 
text. The prefect of Illyricum resided - at least during this time - permanently 
in Thessaloniki, and perhaps this is why he is also mentioned as prefect of 
Thessaloniki. Besides, the prefecture still existed and no urban prefect is known 
in Thessaloniki during that period. The use of plural (" knapxoi") is usual 
in the Miracles of St Demetrius, as it can be concluded from the testimonies 


43. Notitia Dignitatum (see n. 40) Or. III. 26. - Codex Justinianus (see n. 41) 12.49.12: "scri- 
nii operum et scrinii auri". Cf. A. H. M. Jones, The Later Roman Empire. A Social, Economic, and 
Administrative Survey, vol. I-III, Oxford 1964, vol. I, p. 450. 

44. For the scriniarii, who were subalterns to various military and financial offices, see O. 
Seeck, Scrinium, RE II.A1 (1921) 894-903, p. 902-903. - W. Brandes, Finanzverwaltung (see n. 25) 
64-72. 

45. See W. Ensslin, Numerarius, RE XVII.2 (1937) 1297-1323. - A. H. M. Jones, Empire (see n. 
43) 1450, n. 589. - W. Brandes, Finanzverwaltung (see n. 25) 70-71. - Chr. Kelly, Prefecture (see n. 
41) 443. 

46. P. Lemerle, Miracles 177 (108.1-13). 

47. W. Brandes, Finanzverwaltung (see n. 25) 54, 612-613. 
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mentioned above, and does not indicate the existence of more than one prefect 
in Thessaloniki at the same time 48 . 

The second collection of St Demetrius' Miracles, compiled at the end of 
the 7 th century, mentions a prefect, on three occasions. First, there is a reference 
to the "Dnapxog Xapiag", who was sent by the emperor to Thessaloniki in 
619/620 during a siege of the city by the Avaroslavs 49 , with no mention of his 
duties. The second reference is to an anonymous prefect in the Miracle con¬ 
cerning the well-known case of Perboundos ("/7epi tt]q xazd zbv IJepftovvbov 
Aipov icai avEvbozov noAiopKiag”) 50 , which has attracted the interest of many 
scholars, and the third one to those who "zrjv vnapxov Exovzeg (ppovxida” 
in the Miracle concerning Kouver's and Mavros' episode ("tod peAezpOev- 
zog KpvriTcbg epcpvAiov noAspov Kara zrjg noAecog napa zov Mavpov icai 
Kovfep zcov BovAyapcov"). The prefect organized the transportation of the 
Sermesianoi, who had arrived in Thessaloniki with their women and chil¬ 
dren, by ship to Constantinople 51 . 

In our view, the terminology used for the prefect in the case of 
Perboundos 52 is clear. The prefect is designated as "6 zoze zfjg zcov EvzavOa 
EnapxozT]zog xpazelv" and as "vnapxog Efovoia’’ 53 . The use of the term 
"Enapxbzrjg” (prefecture) indicates that the officer was the prefect of 
Illyricum 54 in the regions which the Byzantines controlled and not a prefect of 
the city 55 , since the praefectus urbis, whose duties were completely different 
than those of the praefectus praetorio, never administrated a prefecture and his 
position or office was not designated as prefecture. It should also be noted 
that the term noAizapxrpl (politarches ) is used for the prefect of Constantinople 
in the same Miracle, as we have argued in another study 56 . 

There is also another evidence that in our opinion confirms the function 
of the prefecture of Illyricum during the 7 th century, namely a lead seal of the 
trakteutes of Crete Theodosius, which dates from the 7 th century in general 57 or 


48. See also A. Konstantakopoulou, Thessalonique (see n. 22) 158-159. 

49. Cf. W. Brandes, Finanzverwaltung (see n. 25) 612, who remarks that it cannot be concluded 
what kind of prefect Charias was (prefect of Illyricum or prefect of the city). 

50. P. Lemerle, Miracles 1230-282 (208-221) and II p. 112 ff. 

51. P. Lemerle, Miracles 1289 (229.16-17). 

52. For Perboundos see PmbZ (see n. 3) no. 5901. 

53. P. Lemerle, Miracles 1231 (208.9-209.1 and 209.5) and II176. 

54. See also Th. Korres, naQaxr|Qfjcr£L!; ax.£xixd pe xr)v 7i£p7ixr| 7ioAioQKia nr)? 0ecraaAovucr)<; 
and xoug LAdpoug (676-678). naAaibxEQT] epeuva kcu veoxEQeg £opr|V£ug, BvfavziaKa 19 
(1999) 139-165, p. 141. - PmbZ (see n. 3) no. 10719. 

55. Cf. W. Brandes, Finanzverwaltung (see n. 25) 612. 

56. A. Gkoutzioukostas, FIoALTdQxr|g kcil 7ioAn:aQxia oxa Oaupaxa xou Ayiou Ar|pr|XQLOu 
kcu ere dAAeg nr|yEg, BvCavxiva Y1 (2007) 1-20. 

57. J. Nesbitt - N. Oikonomides, Catalogue of Byzantine Seals at Dumbarton Oaks and in the Fogg 
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the late 7th century 58 or the second to third third of the 7 th century according to 
A.-K. Wassiliou-Seibt. It is known that the trakteutes belonged to the financial 
branch of the prefectures and was responsible for collecting the tax revenues 
from the provinces 59 . We assume that the trakteutes of Crete worked in the fi¬ 
nancial department of the Illyrian prefecture, which was still functioning, and 
the prefect of Illyricum had jurisdiction in Crete even in the mid 7 th century or 
even later 60 . 

In the Miracle concerning the case of Perboundos, the head of the 
Rynchinoi Slavs 61 was suspected by the prefect and considered a threat to the 
safety of Thessaloniki. When the emperor was informed about the situation, 
he demanded that Perboundos be arrested and sent to Constantinople 62 . The 
prefect's involvement in the arrest of Perboundos does not constitute sufficient 
supporting evidence for the view that he had police duties, similar to those of 
the prefect of Constantinople 63 , as Aikaterini Christophilopoulou claimed 64 . The 


Museum of Art, vol. 2 : South of the Balkans, the Islands, South of Asia Minor, Washington, D.C. 1994, 
no. 36.7. 

58. D. Tsougarakis, Some Unpublished Lead Seals Concerning Crete, REB 48 (1990) 243-246, 
no. 1 - Idem, The Byzantine Seals of Crete, Studies in Byzantine Sigillography 2 (1990) 137-161, 
p. 146, no. 15. Cf. Studies in Byzantine Sigillography 3 (1993) 178. - PmbZ (see n. 3) no. 7813. 

59. A. H. M. Jones, Empire (see n. 43) I 450-451, H 589. - W. Brandes, Finanzverwaltung (see 
n. 25) 72-79, with bibliography and sources. 

60. According to W. Brandes, Finanzverwaltung (see n. 10) 78 and n. 104, the trakteutes of Crete, 
who bore no honorary title, probably belonged to the subordinates of the provincial governor 
of Crete, although nothing is known about the administration of Crete during the 7 th century. 
It should be mentioned that this is a hypothesis based on the assumption that the prefecture of 
Illyricum did not exist in the second half of the 7 th century. Besides, other trakteutes mentioned 
on seals of the same period also belonged to the mechanism of a prefecture. See for example the 
trakteutes of the islands (zpaxzEvzfjc vt]oarv) Leontius attested on seals of the 7 th century, and the 
trakteutes Procopius, whose seal was found in Cyprus. These were probably members of the fi¬ 
nancial department of the prefecture of quaestura exercitus. See W. Brandes, Finanzverwaltung (see 
n. 25) 52-53, 78-79. - A. Gkoutzioukostas - X. Moniaros, Quaestura Exercitus (see n. 1) 172-173. 

61. For the Rynchinoi Slavs see N. Dapergolas, LAafliKEC, EyKazaozdoEiQ (see n. 29) 67-68, 
with the previous bibliography. 

62. P. Lemerle, Miracles 1231 (209.4-9): "... 'Oozic Oeooze(\>t]c, paoiAevt; deiav avzov KEpaiav 
repot; zf]v vnapxov kE,ovoiav KazEnepipE, keAevook; t dv avzov prjya 6i' oi> vopioEi zponov beopi- 
ov npoq avzov anoozelAai. Kai zdrv zoiovzarv Evoeficvv Kspaidiv zoic ifoxoiq zwv npcbzcw idea 
Epcpaviodeiocvv, zovzov avQcopov ev zf[ noAei 6uxyovza Kpazpoavzsc, eozeiAav oibrqpobeopiov, 
xadcoc; za dsia nepieixov ypappaza, npoc, zov AexQkvza navfjpepov pacnAEa" and II113. 

63. For the duties of the prefect of the city see G. Dagron, Naissance d'un capital; Constantinople et 
ses institutions de330a 4-5V-, Paris 1984, p. 277-282. - R. Guilland, Etudes sur l'histoire administra¬ 
tive de l'empire byzantine. L'Eparque, I. L'eparque de la ville - 'O inaoxoc, tfjq tioAecoc;, BSl 41 
(1980) 17-32,145-180. - A. Gkoutzioukostas, H anovop.fi bncaioovvqt; ozo BvCavzio (9 oq-12oc at.). 
Ta Koopoca bneaiodozned opyava real 5iKaozf\pia zt]c npeozevovaat;, [Butcnrava Ketpeva Km 
MeAetou 37] Thessaloniki 2004, p. 103-107, with the rest of bibliography. 

64. See Aik. Christophilopoulou, Butavxivq MmcEbovta (see n. 22) 46,51-52. 
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emperor ordered the prefect to have Perboundos arrested, and the prefect ap¬ 
pealed to the "Ifoxoi zcov npcozcov" (the local authorities), who were probably 
responsible for policing the city 65 . Such duties performed by those who ad¬ 
ministered the city are also indicated in another passage of the same Miracle. 
During the blockade of Thessaloniki by the Slavic tribes the city was struck 
by famine, despite the transportation of food supplies from Constantinople. 
Armed men 66 under the command of the rulers of the city ("Kara keAevolv 
zcov Kpazovvzarv”) entered the houses, in order to search for hidden grain, or 
entered the gardens of the city unhindered "as if they were theirs" 67 . 

The prefect was not, as it seems, either in charge of policing the city of 
Thessaloniki or of conducting military operations 68 , although in the first 
collection of St Demetrius' Miracles it is stated that during the attack of the 
Avaroslavs against Thessaloniki in 597 or 586 69 the prefect was absent along 
with most of the elite young men of the military forces and those who served 
in the praetorium (" uAelovcov 5 e kcu avzcov zojv etuAekzcov veavuov zov ze 
ozpazuozLKoi) xai za>v ev zoo pEytozco ozpazEvopsvcov npatzcoptco, apa zoo 
zrjviicavza zpv Enapxov psza x&paQ exovzi apxpv"); he was in the region 
of Hellas dealing with certain public issues ("xaza zrjv 'EAApvcov xovpav bq- 
pootcov evekcx xpEicvv anodEdTjpTjKozcov") 70 . Ch. Bakirtzes has argued that the 


65. See also Ar. Mentzos, npoixei; 7iciQaxr|Qr|a£u; yia ttjv e^eAlA] xwv ttoAitikojv 0£apd>v 
xqq ©£<j<jaAovucr]<; crxqv auyrj tod Meaaicova. ZxoAia axo xexapxo 0aupa xt)? avdrvupqi; 
EuAAoyq:; zcov 0aupaxcov xou aytou Ar|(ir|XQLOu, BvCavxtva 26 (2006) 33-61, p. 42. 

66. These men were probably the armed sailors of the ships that had previously transported 
supplies to the harbour of Thessaloniki, as pointed out by P. Lemerle, Miracles II121. 

67. P. Lemerle, Miracles 1252 (213.31-34): "TlAAoi 6k xaza keAevolv zdrv Kpazovvzarv sip zovq 
to 6okelv oIkovq <57ioi> yE xad' vn&vowcv olzov vnapXEiv e6okow EKEAevoOpoav vnEioEpxEodai- 
aAAa yap xai ev zoic ev6ov zrjc noAscot; Kffnotc; EKaozov cbc eIq I6ia avEpnobiozwQ EiotpxE- 
oQat". Cf. Ar. Mentzos, ©eapoi (see n. 65) 46. 

68. But, see P. Chrestou, Aayyf\OEic (see n. 28) 319 n. 15. - A. Stavridou-Zafraka, 0£potx<x (see 
n. 26) 162. Cf. A.-K. Wassiliou - W. Seibt, Bleisiegel (see n. 7) no. 136, who mention that the prefect 
of Thessaloniki "diirfte neben den zivilen auch paramilitarische Agenden gegabt haben". 

69. See G. Kardaras, The episode of Bousas (586/7) and the use of siege engines by the Avars, 
BSl 63 (2005) 53-65, who argues that the siege took place in 586 and not in 597 (with the previous 
bibliography). See also more recently, S. Iatrou, Mia 7iaQaxppr|aTi crx.£xiKd p£ xr] xQovoAoyr)- 
crr) xr|<; a 1 apaQoaAa|3iKfj<; 7ioAioQKia<; xr|<; 0£orraAovLKr|<;, BvCocvziaxa 28 (2008) 115-130, who 
concludes that a re-evaluation of the chronological data in question is necessary, since "the date 
'September 22 nd ' forms part of a substantial number of examples of the Old-Testament conta- 
miniation in John's (archbishop and compiler of the first collection of the Miracles) account of 
the incidents". 

70. P. Lemerle, Miracles 1128 (137.16-19). Cf. the not so accurate translation of the first phrase 
by Aloe Sideri (Ch. Bakirtzes, &avpaza [see n. 28] 189): "most of the elected young men who 
served in the greatest praetorium". But, see the correct translation of P. Chrestou, AtT\yf\oEic, (see 
n. 28) 319 "most of the young men of the military forces and of the great praetorium". 
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"oTpaTuoTLKdv" constituted part of the comitatenses palatini 71 , the latter though 
were usually stationed around Constantinople. It should be noted that contin¬ 
gents of the imperial guard such as scholarii, protectores and domestici 72 resided 
during the 6 th century in provinces of Asia Minor. Such units could have been 
at the disposal of the provincial governors since the reign of Justinian (527- 
565), in order to ensure public order, to collect taxes or to enforce their judg¬ 
ments 73 . But the military forces of Thessaloniki constitute a different case. 

The "etilAektol vEaviou" correspond, according to M. Pillon, to the col¬ 
legia juvenum and the juventutes of the Principatus, as well as to the ( ellecti ) 
juvenes of certain cities that formed military corps during the 3 rd century 74 . 
In our view, the " etilAektol veaviai" of the Miracles is not a technical term. 
The adjective etiiAektoc, is used by the archbishop John in other passages as 
well, e.g. when he describes the attack against Thessaloniki by the elit forces 
of the Slavs 75 . It should be also remarked that the phrase "etilAektol veavi- 
okol" is also used in the Old Testament and other ecclesiastical sources 76 . It 
seems, therefore, that Ioannes, who was an ecclesiastical man, used phrases 
and passages from the Bible, as is obvious from the testimonia of P. Le- 
merle's edition 77 . 

In the case of Thessaloniki the military units were probably part of the 
forces of the magisterium militum per Illyricum 78 . It has been observed that to- 


71. Ch. Bakirtzes, &av\xaxa (see n. 28) 390. 

72. J. F. Haldon, Byzantine Praetorians, [IFoiKiAa BuCavuva 3] Bonn 1984, p. 119-128 and ISO- 

136. 

73. See A. Gkoutzioukostas - X. Moniaros, Quaestura Exercitus (see n. 1) 45-47 and 58-59. 

74. M. Pillon, Armee et defense de l'lllyricum byzantin de Justinien a Heraclius (527-641). 
De la reorganisation justinienne a l'emergence des «Armees de Cite», Erytheia 26 (2005) 7-85, 
p. 57-60, where the term ‘‘ etilAektol VEavlai." is analyzed and similar forces in Salona (see Historia 
Salonitana Major, ed. N. Klaic, Srspka Akadmija Nauka i Umetnosti, Beograd 1967, p. 91: "Tunc 
ellecti juvenes armatis libumis coeperunt per Dalmatiae littora discurrentes hostibus insidiari") and in 
Ravenna are presented [Agnelli Liber Pontificalis Ecclesiae Ravennatis, Monumenta Germaniae 
Historica, Scriptores rerum Langobardicarum et Italicarum saec. 6-9, ed. O. Holder-Egger, Hannover 
1878 (1994), 369.34: “Prima pubes castra moveat cum juvenilibus armis"]. 

75. See P. Lemerle, Miracles 1107 (126.17 : "6ia to etuAektovc; te anavxac, xal ipneiponoAE- 
povc KadeoTrpeevai") and 108 (126.28: "bia to navTdi; tov tcov EKAapivcov eOvovc; to etiIAektov 
avBocp’). 

76. See the Book of Ezechiel, in: Septuaginta, ed. A. Rahlfs, vol. 2, Stuttgart 1935 5 (repr. 1971), ch. 
23, sect. 6, lines 1-2, sect. 12, lines 3-4, and sect. 23, lines 2-3, the book of Daniel, ibidem, ch. 1, sect. 
3, lines 2-3, and Theodoretus Cyrrhensis, Interpretatio in Ezechielem, PG 81, col. 1036.24 and 29, 
1037.32-33, 1041.7. See also Herodiani ab excessu divi Marci llbri octo, ed. K. Stavenhagen, Leipzig 
1922 (repr. Stuttgart, 1967), book 1, chap. 3, sect. 6, line 8 and book. 4, ch. 2, sect. 4, line 7. 

77. See also the similar wording between the Book of Judith and John's account of the first 
major attack of the Avaroslavs against Thessaloniki and the relevant analysis by S. Iatrou, 
©eacraAovucT) (see n. 69) 115-130. 
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wards the end of the reign of Justinian I a large part of comitatenses tended to 
reside permanently in cities and towns, where they functioned as local gar¬ 
risons 79 . Consequently, the soldiers in Thessaloniki were professional military 
forces who lived in the city 80 and were probably recruited from that region 81 . 
The prefect oflllyricum could use these forces, after imperial permission, to per¬ 
form his duties outside of Thessaloniki as well, e.g. to collect taxes or enforce 
judgments. This does not necessarily mean that the prefect was a military gov¬ 
ernor or that he was in charge of defending the region around Thessaloniki, 
contrary to what has been argued. He was probably responsible for the pay¬ 
ment and the supply of these forces. 

The praetorium was the seat of the prefect of Illyricum, as it is stated in 
the first collection St Demetrius' Miracles 82 . Apart from those who served in 
the scrinia and were among the most senior officials of the prefecture, there 
must had been other junior officers, that is, a staff assisting the prefect. For 
example in the prefecture of Africa 278 employees, organized into nine scholae 
(exceptores, chartularii, singularii, mittendarii, cursores, nomenclatores, praecones, 
draconarii, stratores), provided auxiliary support to the prefect 83 . It is proba¬ 
ble that the "vnaTiKiavoc ra^eanrjg" mentioned in the first collection of St 
Demetrius' Miracles belonged to that sort of personnel under the Illyrian pre¬ 
fect. On the other hand, the term "oTpaTevopevoc;" also designates the political 


78. See also P. Lemerle, Miracles 1124 (136.19-21): "xai dyvarzet; fjoav ol noAAoi zarv noAtzdrv 
xai zr\c, Oeac; avzcov, nAijv zd>v ev ozpazuozixoic, zezaypevarv A oxoiq, xai zarv aAAarc, ncoi; 
edtcsdEvzcov paxpav nov zfjc ndAecoQ dnAizixdx; avzoic napazazzeodai". Cf. Ch. Bakirtzes, 
Bavpaza (see n. 28) 389, according to whom the soldiers who had fought against the Slavs far 
from Thessaloniki belonged to the magisterium militum (per Illyricum) and were settled in the city. 

79. See J. F. Haldon, Warfare, State and Society in the Byzantine World 565-1204, London 1999, 
69. - C. Zuckerman, L'armee, in: Le monde byzantin (see n. 1) p. 143-180,161-162. For the existence 
of military units stationed in the region of Macedonia, especially in Edessa and Thessaloniki dur¬ 
ing the 5 th -6* h century see D. Feissel, Recueil des inscriptions chretiennes de Macedoine du Hie au Vie 
siecle, [Bulletin de Correspondence Hellenique. Supplement 8] Paris 1983, p. 44-46 (no. 26-29) and 
174 (no. 205). Cf. F. Curta, The Edinburgh History of the Greeks, c. 500-1050: The Early Middle Ages, 
Edinburgh 2011, p. 23. 

80. See P. Lemerle, Miracles 149 (86.20-21), 137 (137.11-13), and 309 (238.16-17). Cf. P. Lemerle, 
Miracles II77. - M. Pillon, Illyricum (see n. 74) 59-60. 

81. M. Pillon, Illyricum (see n. 74) 35-36. 

82. P. Lemerle, Miracles 122 (66.19-20) and 23 (67.7). 

83. See A. Gkoutzioukostas - X. Moniaros, Quaestura Exercitus (see n. 1) 69-70. 

84. P. Lemerle, Miracles 1161 (157.17-20): "Kai eh; eE, atizarv anexpidr]■ «Av6pa nvppdicr] xai 
Aapnpdv Innco Aevxcr itpeCopevov xai ipdziov tpopovvza Aevxdv—i5ov zoiovzov», xai etceSelkwe 
xpazpoac; evoq zarv napeozarzarv vnazixuxvajv zaZearzarv xAapvda fiptptEopevov". Cf. P. Lemerle, 
Notes sur les plus anciennes representations de Saint-Demetrius, AeAzim’ zrji; Xpioziavixf\i; 
ApxaioAoyixfjt; Ezaipeiac 10 (1980-1981), ITepiobo? A 1 [Tn memory of Andreas Gr. Xyggopoulos] 
1-10, p. 3. See also Novellae Justiniani, ed. R. Scholl - G. Kroll, (Corpus Juris Civilis III), Berlin 1895 
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officials of the prefecture, as is shown by another reference in the first collec¬ 
tion of Miracles {"elp, aftopvijpdvevxoc avrjp kou t f]v evxtpov oTpaxetav t ov 
daxiKov xaAovpkvov axpiviov xcov imepAapnpcov vnapxtov t ov lAAvpixov 
oxpaxevopevoc;") 85 . But the "etilAektol veaviau", who served in the praetorium 
("ev toj peyioTcp npaixcop'uo oxpaxEvdpEvot") according to the narrative of 
St Demetrius' Miracles, were probably soldiers. Consequently, they could be 
identified with the personal guard of the prefect oflllyricum (bucellarii) 86 , which 
was appointed by the prefect himself and payed out of his own expenses 87 . 

In the case of the prefect Charias who was sent by the emperor, it is stated 
that he arrived in Thessaloniki during a siege. He went first to the church of 
St Demetrius where he prayed, and then he armed himself and manned the 
walls along with sailors and citizens. Consequently, it appears that the prefect 
took part in the defence of the city like everyone else, without playing a lead¬ 
ing role. 

Besides, apart from the military forces ("oxpaxtcoxtKdv") based in 
Thessaloniki, there was also the city's militia (" nayavixov ") 88 . Such forces con- 


(Hildesheim 1993), 163.2 (575): ("... axpiviaploic t e xai zafEaizaic; ..."). For the taxeotes see also 
Martha Gregoriou-Ioannidou, O poviyoi; cttqcxtlcotlko^ 7iuQrjvag xcov putavxivcov Gepdxcov, 
Eyvazia 2 (1990) 229-243. 

85. For a similar use of the term axQaxeuo|a£vo? see Novellae Justiniani (see n. 84) 26.2 (535) 
(Praetor Thraciae) "H 6e zcbv nepl tovq zonovc exeLvovc Lzdrvlbr\poa'uov cpoparv eianpafic avzov 
te xal zrjv zafiv difezai zffv avzov. npaizcopuxvrj ze anaaa ij za£ic KArjdfjaezai, zoic evzevBev 
ozpazevopEVT] ovppoAoic ek zov Osiov zarv kniozoAcov axpiviov tpomooiv, oi> xal ij ftixapi- 
avr] npcorjv ixoplCezo za zoiavza ovpfSoAa xdfic". For the term azpazeia and its meanings see 
H. Glykatzi-Ahrweiler, Recherches sur l'administration de l'empire byzantin aux IXe-XIe siecles, 
BCH 84 (1960) 1-109 (= Etudes sur les structures admimstratives et societies de Byzance, VR, London 
1971, VIH), 11 n. 2. 

86. See also F. Curta, Greeks (see n. 79) 23-24, according to whom the boukellarioi of the prefect 
Boudios and Ioannes mentioned on a pavement marble slab from Corinth (6 th c.) [see D. Feissel - 
A. Philippides-Braat, Inventaire en vue d'un recueil des inscriptions historiques de Byzance. Ill: 
Inscriptions du Peloponnese (a 1'exception de Mistra), TM 9 (1985) 267-395, p. 361] are identified 
with those who served in the praetorium and were not members of the local garrison of troops. 
For boukellarioi see O. Schmitt, Die Bucellarii: Eine Studie zum militarischen Gefolgschaftswesen 
in der Spatantike, Tyche 9 (1994) 147-174. 

87. Cf. Ar. Mentzos, 0£<jpoi (see n. 65) 45. 

88. P. Lemerle, Miracles I 127 (137.10-12): “6zi xai avzov zov nepiAeupdevzoc ex zov Aoi- 
poi) nayavixov ze xai azpazicozixov dAiyoazov naw pepoc zaxa xai &xpr]azov ev zfj noAei 
zrjvixavza kzvyxocve". See also ibidem I 47 (84.20-21): "TIAeIovq ziveq azpazuvzai yswaioi ze 
xai dvdpeioi £va ziva zfj c avzrjc Aeyecovoc xazsxovzEt; ...". Cf. P. Lemerle, Miracles II 77-78. - 
M. Pillon, Illyricum (see n. 74) 36, 59-60. 
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sisted of the people of Thessaloniki ("6 bfjpog anac;") S9 plus slaves 90 and mer¬ 
cenaries Slavs 91 , under the command of the governors of Thessaloniki ("apxov- 
t eq zfjc; ndAecog"), who appear to have conducted the defence of the city 92 . 

The city authorities were also enganged with the provisioning of 
Thessaloniki, along with the prefect of Illyricum 93 , and were responsible for 
managing the city granaries. The narrative of the Miracles concerning the epi¬ 
sode of Perboundos states that they had sold the wheat stored in the public 
granaries (" drjpoo'iou; cbpeioic ") 94 ("greniers municipaux") 95 despite the threat 
of a blockade of the city by the Slavs, who moved against Thessaloniki be- 


89. P. Lemerle, Miracles 1107 (126.13-14): "O yap bfjpoc anac zrjc anpooboKryzov zavzrjc pofjc 
KazaKovoavzEQ ebpapov eIq oikovc, Kai onAioGivzEC, ini za zeixp dcvqeoav". 

90. P. Lemerle, Miracles 1 129 (137.19-24): “xai avzdrv 5i zcov dnopeivavzarv zb avOoQ, dooi 
xai nAovzco Kai §povt\o£i xai bovAoiq axpd&vcn Kai ipnEiponoAipoic EKaAAamiCovzo, Kai iv 
zoh; OKpivioiQ zdrv imapxcav zov lAAvpiKov npcozoi bzvyxavov, Kazd zr/v paoiAiba zdrv noAearv 
anapavzec, fjoav oirv cpiAotc noAAco nAsiocn Kai zq OspanEia ndot], npooeAEvmv paoiAei xaza 
zov zrjvacavza zffv apxtfv zdrv ivdabe biinovzoc novqodpEvoi". Cf. Ar. Mentzos, 0ea|ao( (see n. 
65) 46. 

91. See also P. Lemerle, Miracles I 250 (213.19-21): "oze Kai bid npobooiac zivdtv zb boKsiv 
owzpExovzcov LKAapivcov, zb avdoc zdrv pcopaAecozipcov cic za apKzwa pipp npoc zai Givi Ka- 
ZECHpaypoav". The Slavs, who were slaughtered, were fighting on behalf of the Thessalonians. 
See P. Lemerle, Miracles II120. - P. Chrestou, 0au|aaxa (see n. 28) 432 n. 14. 

92. P. Lemerle, Miracles 1136 (148.3-4): "TIoAAoi yap avzdrv nepi zac vozepov rjpepac dneA- 
nioavzEi; zb vikov, npoapvivzec, zoic, apxovoi zrjc nbAecoc, cbpoAoyow AiyovzEQ bi' epprjve- 
toC ..." and 163 (158.2-3): “Meza zavza nepipavzet; inneic oi zrjc noAeax ; lyvcooav d>c ecpvyov 
aApGdrc; ol noAipioi". Cf. Ar. Mentzos, 0eo|aol (see n. 65) 46 and n. 79. 

93. J. Durliat, De la ville antique a la ville byzantine. Le probleme des subsistance, [Collections 
de l'Ecole Franchise de Rome] Rome 1990, p. 389-406, believes that the imperial authorities, the 
prefect of Illyricum or the prefect of Macedonia (although such an institution does not exist; he prob¬ 
ably means the vicarius of the dioecesis of Macedonia) and not the local authorities, were in charge of 
provisioning Thessaloniki during the 7 th century. But the testimonies of St Demetrius' Miracles, 
mentioned below, reveal the involvement of the local authorities as well. In Constantinople the 
prefect of the city was responsible for the management of the annona civica. See ibidem 245 ff. 

94. For the adjective 6r|poaio?, which applies not only to the state but also to the city, see 
J. Durliat, Ville (see n. 93) 293. 

95. P. Lemerle, Miracles II117. By contrast, F. Malingoudis, O Aipog rr]c 0ecraaAovucr|(; 
to erog 676, in: H 0EooaAoviKT] Kai o Koopoq zcov ZAaparv. EioaycoyiKa boxipia, Thessaloniki 
1997 2 , p. 69, considered that the granaries belonged to the state and not to the city and that those 
who sold the wheat were state officials. However, it should be remarked that if the grain that 
was sold belonged to the state and was a product of taxation, then the prefect of Illyricum would 
be accountable to the emperor, but according to the narrative of the Miracles the prefect was 
not involved in this case. See also Ar. Mentzos, ©eopoi (see n. 65) 44, who pointed out that the 
letters of the emperor regarding the alimentation of the city were addressed to the municipal 
authorities and not to the prefect. 
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cause of the execution of Perboundos 96 . It is evident that the granaries be¬ 
longed to the city and differed from those of Constantinople and Rome, for 
which the prefect of the city was responsible 97 . 

The fact that the local authorities of the city were enganged in the provi¬ 
sioning of Thessaloniki is illustrated by two more incidents mentioned in the 
same Miracle. According to the first, the local authorities and citizens decid¬ 
ed to send their ships, plus another ten that had come from Constantinople, 
to Thessalic Thebes (Anchialos) and Demetrias in order to buy dried fruits; 
they came back with wheat and pulses from the Belegezites Slavs 98 . In the 
second incident, the city authorities had petitioned the emperor for a supply 
of grain 99 . Such activity on the part of the local authorities is also cited in the 
eighth Miracle of the first collection composed by archbishop John, which says 
that in 586, shortly after the first failure of the Avaroslavs to take Thessaloniki, 
the city sent an embassy to the emperor asking for food supplies because of 
the threat of famine 100 . 


96. P. Lemerle, Miracles 1244 (211.27-212.4): ‘"Oc, Aoinov xal zdc nvAac anoxAeiaai, bid to xai 
zivat; zwv aadEVEOzipwv zw Aoyujpw exeuje npoopsiv bid zrjv arpazov ovaccv ev zij noAsi Aipov. 
Kipbovc yap evexu xal Aqppazot;, ax; olpai, xal ov xaza zponov szspov, wad rj dArjdsia dno- 
bEixvvoiv, ij nAsiazr] bnEiorjAdE zrj noAei Aipoq. Tov yap zijv np&voiav ndcvzwv dvabEbsypivov 
niozov paoiAiwc bid Osiwv avzov xspaiwv xeAevoccvzoq zov ivanodizov zrjg noAewc, (ppovzioai, 
xaizoi ovzoc, ev zoiq ivdabs brpiooiou; wpEioic; aizov ovk dAiyoazov, oi zrj q bionajoEwc; zrjc uoAeox; 
zoze Aaxbvzec xaza knzd pobtwv zov vopiapazoc ini zwv {evcov nAokov xazinpaaav, xaizoi zrjc 
xivrjoswt; zwv j Sappaparv xazabijAov avzoic yEyEvr\pEvr\c;. Trj npo pidc yap zov za xovpaa yEvi- 
adai zrj eanipa bieyvarv zd zoiavza nAoia aizocpdpa dnonipipai ex zov ivzavda Aipivot;, pqbinw 
ixrpopiov ix zwv ivzavda ysvopivov". According to J. Teall, The Grain Supply of the Byzantine 
Empire, 330-1025, DOP 13 (1959) 89-139, n. 173, the ixdmpiov can be the permit to export the wheat 
(see also P. Lemerle, Miracles 1281 [221.6]) or the tax imposed on the exports. See also P. Lemerle, 
Miracles II118-119; Cf. J. Durliat, Vffle (see n. 93) 400 n. 247; F. Malingoudis, Aipog (see n. 95) 67-68, 
argues that ckcJjooiov is used instead of the term £Kcf>6pr|pa, which simply means export. 

97. Ar. Mentzos, ©eapol (see n. 65) 44. 

98. P. Lemerle, Miracles 1254 (214.9-19). Cf. Ar. Mentzos, ©eapol (see n. 65) 39, who wonders 
if Thebes and Demetrias survived until this period as cities. See also Olga Karagiorgou, Urbanism 
and Economy in Late Antique Thessaly (3 ri -7 tk c.). The Archaeological evidence (doctoral thesis), Oxford 
2011, p. 28-33 and 52-82, who analyzes this mission of the Thessalonians to the Belegezites and 
the archaeological evidence for these cities and concludes that only "Demetrias managed to sur¬ 
vive but in a completely new location and urban form". 

99. P. Lemerle, Miracles 1281 (221.3-7): "Tov yap azpazov ekeuje ix zov bixaiwc; xal EvaEpwc 
paoiAevEiv ijpiv Aaxdvzoc; azaAivzoc, ini napaza.E,ei zwv ExAapivwv, oizotpopa axacpr] xal npo 
zrjc ijpwv aizijoeax; ivzavda dniazEiAe zwv xpazovvzwv xal iv zovzw dpyqoavzwv bid zov 
fopov obnep inoiqoav ix zwv ivzavda ixrpoptov, pqnwt; yvwadivzEQ ayavaxzijosi xal bno- 
pAqdwai". Cf. Ar. Mentzos, ©ajpoi (see n. 65) 45. 

100. P. Lemerle, Miracles 172 (102.32-103.2). Cf. Ar. Mentzos, ©eopot (see n. 65) 45. 
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It seems, then, according to the testimonies of St Demetrius' Miracles, 
that even up to the late 7 th century certain urban structures of Thessaloniki 
were still functioning, as may be concluded from the existence of the "Tfjc 
dionajoEcoc; ttjq uoAecoc tote Xolxovtec," , the "xpaTovvTEQ (Tfjc no Ascot;)", 
the "e^oxol tcov npancov", and the “t a npcoTa tpepovTs; Tfjc ndAscoc" 101 , al¬ 
though the decline of municipal administration did not proceed at the same 
rate in all cities of the empire 102 . These testimonies reveal the existence of a 
"ruling class" that participated actively both in the administration of the city 
and at the diplomatic level 103 . 

This "ruling class" is seen by A. Konstantakopoulou as proof of the po¬ 
litical importance of Thessaloniki in the late 7 th century, which in conjunction 
with the demographical growth of the city, due to the destruction and aban¬ 
donment of other big cities of Illyricum, led to the establishment of a prefect 
of Thessaloniki 104 . A. Konstantakopoulou further believes that the appointment 
of such a new prefect ended the rivalry between the prefect of Illyricum and 
the local authorities of Thessaloniki that is mentioned in the Miracles of St 
Demetrius 105 . The existense, though, of such municipal governors, contrary 
to the centralized model of an urban prefect in Thessaloniki, could cause ad- 


101. P. Lemerle, Miracles 1121 (135.17), 193 (179.11), 231 (209.7), 244 (211.33), 252 (213.31), 254 
(214.9), 281 (221.5), 293 (230.19). 

102. See for example W. Brandes, Byzantine Cities in the Seventh and Eighth Centuries - 
Different Sources, Different Histories, in: The Idea and Ideal of the Town between Late Antiquity and 
the Early Middle Ages, ed. G. P. Briogolo and Bryan Ward-Perkins, Leiden - Boston - Koln 1999, 
p. 25-57, 30-31. - A. Laniado, Recherches sur les notables municipaux dans Vempire protobyzantin, 
[Travaux et Memoires du Centre de Recherche d'Histoire et Civilisation de Byzance; College 
de France, Monographies 13] Paris 2002 [See also the review by Fiona Haarer, Urban transition 
in late antiquity: the decline of the curiales and the rise of municipal notables. Journal of Roman 
Archaeology 17.2 (2004) 735-740]. - Die Stadt in der Spatantike- Niedergang oder Wandel?, Akten des 
internationalen Kolloquiums in Munchen am 30. und 31. Mai 2003, ed. J. U. Krause - Chr. Witschel, 
Stuttgart 2006, especially the study of J. H. W. G. Liebeschutz, Transformation and Decline: Are 
the Two Really Incompatible?, p. 463-383. - Helen Saradi, The Byzantine City in the Sixth Century. 
Literary Images and Historical Reality, Athens 2006. 

103. See P. Lemerle, Miracles II113, 135-136. - J. H. W. G. Liebeschutz, The Government of 
the Late Roman city with special reference to Thessaloniki, in: Byzantine Macedonia (see n. 26) 
116-127, 122-126. - Idem, The Decline and Fall of the Roman City, Oxford 2001 (reprinted 2003), 
p. 117-119. - W. Brandes - J. Haldon, Towns (see n. 23) 169-170. - Ar. Mentzos, ©eopoi (see n. 65) 
39 ff., analyzes the role and the duties of the municipal authorities of Thessaloniki. For an op¬ 
posing view see J. Durliat, Ville (see n. 93) 400-401, who argues that the KQaxouvxeq were repre¬ 
sentatives of the emperor and not curiales-, but it seems that they are identified with the municipal 
authorities of the city. 

104. A. Konstantakopoulou, Thessalonique (see n. 22) 160-161. 

105. A. Konstantakopoulou, Thessalonique (see n. 22) 160-161. 


BTZANTIAKA 30 (2012-2013) 45-80 



62 


Andreas Gkoutzioukostas 


ditional problems, because of the similar and contradictory duties of the local 
municipal authorities and the representative of the central administration. 

It seems that the "ruling class" continued to exist in the next century, as 
can be deduced from the testimony of a letter of Theodoros Studites written 
in 796: "nponepcfQeic, to'lvvv napa zov vnapxov zcov ifdxccv etc; peza azpa- 
zuozgjv npoaepevev ev zrj avazoAiKT] ndpzrj" 106 . The prefect of this passage 
is identified with the prefect of Thessaloniki mentioned on seals of the 8th and 
early 9th century, and this is the only reference to the prefect of Thessaloniki in 
the narrative sources in this period 107 . 


106. Theodori Studitae Epistulae, ed. G. Fatouros, vol. 1-2, [CFHB 31], Berlin 1992, no. 
3.106-107. Cf. T. Pratsch, Theodoros Studites (759-826): zwischen Dogma und Pragma: der Abt des 
Studiosklosters in Konstantinopel im Spannungsfeld von Patriarch, Kaiser und eigemm Anspruch, 
[Berliner Byzantinistische Studien 4] Frankfurt am Main 1997, p. 113 n. 54, who excludes the pos¬ 
sibility that the prefect was an urban prefect. See conversely W. Brandes, Finanzverwaltung (see n. 
25) 54 and n. 217. - PmbZ (see n. 3) no. 11030. See also A. Konstantakopoulou, Thessalonique (see 
n. 22) 159, who wrongly considered that vnapxoc; zarv ifoxmv of the above passage designated 
one of the municipal rulers of the city. Cf. A. Stavridou-Zafraka, Invasions (see n. 26) 172 n. 24. 
See also PmbZ (see n. 3) no. 11418, where it is mentioned that the man who flagellated the monk 
Theodoulos according to an Epistula (816/817) of Theodoros Studites (no. 190.4-5: "on evrjdAr]- 
oac ev 0EOoaAavticij, vno tov aviepov zvtpOsit; ev paozifi biaxooiaic,") was probably prefect in 
Thessaloniki, that is prefect oflllyricum, whose seat was in Thessaloniki, or strategos of Macedonia or 
some other high officer. In our view, it cannot be excluded that in this text it stands for the prefect 
of Thessaloniki or even for the strategos of Thessaloniki but certainly not for the strategos of Macedonia, 
since the latter was in charge of the theme of Macedonia in Thrace. 

107. A prefect of Thessaloniki is also mentioned in the Vita of Hilarion the Iberian, who visited 
Thessaloniki during the reign of Basil I (867-886). See the Latin translation of the long version of 
the Vita by P. Peeters, S. Hilarion d'lberie. Analecta Bollandiana 32 (1913) 243-269, 257 (praefectus 
urbis), 262 (praefectus civitatis), 266 ( Thessalonicensis eparchus [only one reference] or proconsul 
[av0u7iaxo?] according to the second version of the Vita (see p 266 n. 39. Cf. St. Euthymiades, 
H peaauuvLKr] ©£crcraAovtKr| kcu xa Qavpaza zcov ayuov xr|<;. Mlkqe? kcu peydAe? 6lek6lkt]- 
oel? evo? anoKAEioxiKou 7iQovopiou (9 OS -12 OS cu.), BvCavnvd 28 (2008) 51-67, 57-58, with bib¬ 
liography. See also the recent study by Eka Tchskoidze, Evac TecopyiavoQ npooKwrjzfjc otov 
pvCavzLvo Kdopo zov 9” auova: o Ayioc, IAaplarv o TECopywcvoc;, Athens 2011, 135ff., who trans¬ 
lates the Vita into modem Greek. In her extended commentary she refers to Hilarion's stay in 
Thessaloniki and considers that the “apxcov zr]Q udArjc", the "apxcov ©eacraAoviKT)?" and the 
“enoLQXo^ 0ECTaaAovtKr|?" (only one reference, ibidem p. 172) or "avOunaxog" (second version 
of the Vita, see ibidem p. 175-176, 200) was the governor of the city as well as the judge of the 
theme of Thessaloniki (ibidem p. 146-150 and 200-202), and that from 871/872 to 878/9 he performed 
the duties of a praefectus urbis like the prefect of Constantinople. But the reference of the Vita to 
an eparchos of Thessaloniki is obviously an anachronism, since in the last third of the 9th century 
there was not a prefect, but only a strategos of Thessaloniki, who was the highest officer in the city. 
Moreover, a praefectus urbis could not be an official of a theme. In our view, it cannot be concluded 
from the testimonies of the Vita that the prefect of Thessaloniki was an urban prefect similar to that 
of Constantinople. 
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Consequently, the administrative tradition of Thessaloniki as the seat of 
a praefectus praetorio for centuries, the participation of a local "ruling class" in 
the government of the city, and the lack of evidence in the sources that the 
prefect of Thessaloniki performed the same duties as the prefect of Constantinople, 
undermine the theory that the prefect of Thessaloniki was an urban prefect. 

Another point that remains to be examined is whether the jurisdiction 
of the prefect of Illyricum was indeed confined solely to the city of Thesaloniki 
because of the Slav invasions and their presence in the neighbouring region. 


3. Thessaloniki and its hinterland after the Slav invasions 

The raids of the Avaroslavs did indeed create insecurity and problems, 
mainly in the northern part of Illyricum and Thrace, as described in the 
Miracles of St Demetrius 108 . Because of the Slav invasions and certain cata- 


108. P. Lemerle, Miracles 1197 (185.20-22): "xai avzrjv inobexEadat navzac zoi>c dnotpvyovc 
zdrv ex zov Aavovpiov pEpdrv, Tlawoviac; ze xai Aaxiac xai Aapbaviac xai zdrv Aoinarv Enapxtarv 
ze xai noAEorv, xai tv aiizfj EnEpeibeadat". - Ibidem 179 (175.7-10): "xai naaav zijv 0EzzaAiav 
xai zac TiEpi avzijv vrjoovc xai zfjc TAAaboc, kzi prjv xai zac; KvxAabac: vqoovc, xai zrjv Axatav 
naaav, zip' ze "Hneipov xai zo nAciazov zov lAAvptxov xai pepoc zr)c Aoiac kxnopdqaai, xai 
aoixrjzovc, arc eipqzat, nAsiazac noAetc ze xai knapxiac noiqaat". See also Isidore of Seville, 
ed. Th. Mommsen, Monumenta Germaniae Historica, Auctores Antiquissimi 11, Chronica Minora 2, 
Berlin 1894, p. 479. Cf. Ar. Mentzos, ©eopol (see n. 65) 57, who, unlike P. Lemerle, Miracles II135, 
notes that the city was not isolated in a hostile surrounding area, as described in the Miracles. 
- F. Curta, Greeks (see n. 79) 18-19, also points out the exaggerated narration of St Demetrius' 
Miracles concerning the extended devastation of Illyricum, the Aegean islands and Asia. He be¬ 
lieves that the writer of the second collection framed a local event against a broader historical and 
administrative backround, in order to make it appear of greater importance. - For the evidence of 
Byzantine pottery in Peloponnese and the Aegean islands, which testifies to a continuity of trade 
within the boundaries of the empire during 7* h -8 th century, on an even larger scale than in the pre¬ 
ceding centuries see Natalia Poulou-Papademetriou, Butonmvfj xxoapixf] and zov eAAt]vik6 vr|- 
ouutlko x^Qo kcu and tt|v neAo7i6vvr|ao (7 D5 -9 ot: au): Mia 7ipd)Tr) 7iQoa£yyLcrr|, in: Oi oxozeivoi 
aicbvEQ zov BvCavziov (7 K -9 K at.), [EBviko 'Ibpupa Epeuvcov. Iwtltouto Butavxivcbv Eqeuvcov. 
AuGvrj Zvpndaia 9] Athens 2001, p. 231-266. See also P. Lemerle, Miracles I 284 (227.18-228.5): 
"to lAAvpixdv axcbov anav, rjyovv zac avzov knapx'tac, Aeyco bq Tlawoviac bvo, Aaxiac (baav- 
zcoc bvo, Aapbaviac, Mvoiac, npepaAewc, Vobdnqc zarv naawv inapxtarv, ezi prjv xai Qpaxqc 
xai zov npdc BvCavziov paxpov zeixovc, xai Aoinac noAeic ze xai noAtzsiac kxnopdfjoavzEC, 
anavza zov aiizbv Aadv sic zb exeZQev npdc Ilavvoviav pepoc zo npdc red Aavovpup nozapqj, 
fjaztvoc knapxiac naAai pqzpdnoAic bnfjpxE zb Aex6ev LEppEiov". According to H. Ditten, 
Zur Bedeutung der Einwanderung der Slawen, in: Byzanz im 7. Jahrhundert. Untersuchungen zur 
Herausbildung des Feudalismus, ed. F. Winkelmann - Helga Kopstein - H. Ditten -1. Rochow, Berlin 
1978, p. 73-160, 112, the inclusion of Rhodope in Illyricum reflects the disintergration of the ad¬ 
ministrative system in Illyricum and Thrace. But see P. Papademetriou, ©ecrpuceg axtai ic (see 
n. 26) 179. See also Kalliope Mpourdara, O Bloc koutci Qavpaza xou Aytou ArjprjTQLOU a>c nr|yr) 
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strophic earthquakes, many cities and settlements were abandoned as people 
moved to safer areas, and the communications and regular financial activity 
were hindered, but there was neither comprehensive and devastating destruc¬ 
tion nor a total loss of Byzantine rule in Macedonia and Thrace. Archaeological 
evidence shows that, in the region of modem Greek Macedonia, 51 from the 
180 sites attested during the Early Christian period survived in the middle 
Byzantine period, while new settlements were established as well 109 . It was 
not only Thessaloniki that survived during the 7 th and 8 th centuries, but also 
other cities, including - according to the archaeological data - Kassandreia, 
Amphipolis, Philippi, Veroia and Serres 110 . Moreover, the bishops of Philippi, 
Amphipolis and Edessa participated in the Quinisext Council (or Council in 
Troullo) in 692 m , as did the bishop of Stoboi, who had also taken part in the 
Sixth Ecumenical Synod (680) 112 . Excavational evidence indicates that the city 


vopuccev 7iAr|po<J>opid>v, in: UpaxTixa IB' AieGvovc; EnioxrjpoviKov Evpnooiov (see note 29), 
p. 123-133,130-131 and F. Curta, Greeks (see n. 79) 19, who remark that the above two "lists of 
provinces" mentioned in the second collection of the Miracles betray the use of an administrative 
source. Cf. P. Lemerle, Miracles II177. 

109. See Flora Karagianni, Oi BvCavxrvol oixiapol axr\ Maxedovla pcoa and xa apxaioAoyixa 
dedopsva (4 0t -15 K ai.), Thessaloniki 2010, p. 75-82 and 105 ff. 

110. See for example with relevant bibliographical references Eutychia Kourkoutidou- 
Nikolaidou, And xqv rcaAaioxpLaxiaviKfj ott) f5u£avxivf) 7ioAr|, in: BvCavxivi] Maxedovia (see 
n. 15) 171-178. - Alkmene Stavridou-Zafraka, Ta 0ep axa xou McucEbovucob xcooou: To 0epa 
Expupovo?, in the same volume, 307-319. - J. Karayannopoulos, Aioixrjxixd ovoxrjpa (see 
n. 17) 24-25. - Ch. Bakirtzes, The end of antiquity in Eastern Macedonia, in: Apxala Maxedovia. 
AvaKoivrbaeiQ xaxa to exxo AieOvei; Zvpnooio, Thessaloniki 15-19 October 1996, Thessaloniki 
1999, p. 123-127. - P. Papademetriou, ©Eopucei; oxectei? (see n. 26) 178. - Ar. Mentzos, ©Ecrpoi 
(see n. 65) 57, who supposes also that Veroia survived. Cf. also N. Dapergolas, EAapLKE? eyica- 
xaaTaaEL? (see n. 29) 140 n. 294. 

111. H. Ohme, Das Concilium Quinisextum und seine Bischofliste, [Arbeiten zur Kirchengeschichte 
56] Berlin - New York 1990, p. 152 (61), 152 (63), 152 (64), 153 (65). Cf. A. Stavridou-Zafraka, ©Epa 
Expupovo? (see n. 110) 308 and n. 11 with bibliography. For the ecclesiastical organization of 
the region of Strymon and the bishopric of Amphipolis see also D. Agoritsas, H EKKAqaLaaxiKr) 
opyavcocrq xq? nEpioxfj? xou Expupova (7° 5 -12° 5 oil.), BvQxvxiaxa 24 (2004) 29-54, 31-35, who 
adopts the view of Maria Nystazopoulou-Pelekidou, EAafliKE? EyKaxaaxacrEi? ctxt] pcaaicijvi- 
kt] EAAaba. rev no) E7iLCTK07iqcrri, in: BvCavzio xai ZAapoi - EAAaba xai BaAxavux (6 K -20° f ai.), 
Thessaloniki 2001, p. 93, that the bishopric of Amphipolis was re-established by Justinian II be¬ 
tween 680/1 and 692 as a mean of reinforcing the Byzantine presence against the Slavs of Strymon. 

112. R. Riedinger, Acta conciliorum oecumenicorum, Series secunda, volumen secundum: Concilium 
universale Constantinopolitanum tertium, parts 1-2. Berlin 1990-1992, part 1, p. 688.2, 738.8, 758.7, 
784.17: “Io)6cwt]c, eAeei Geov knloKonoQ xr\ c Xto/Ie&iv noAecoc; opksaQ vneypaipa". Cf. M. Leon- 
tsini, KcovoxavTivot; A ' (see n. 21) 199-200, who remarks that numerous bishops from the Aegean 
islands participated in the Sixth Ecumenical Council, a fact that runs counter to the assertion 
in the second collection of St Demetrius' Miracles that the Aegean islands had been laid waste 
by the Slavs. See also X. Moniaros, EAapiKEq embpopE? axo Aiyaio crxu; apxe? xou 7ou ai. 
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of Stoboi had been destroyed and abandoned a century previously, in the 
late 6 th century. For this reason, it has been suggested that the said bishop of 
Stoboi may have been a titular prelate, resident in Constantinople 113 , unless 
life had continued in the city or the bishopric had been re-established 114 or 
even relocated 115 . If the bishop of Stoboi was a titular one, then the question 
that arises is why all or some of the other titular bishops did not participate 
in this Council. 

In addition, it seems that the coastal zone from Thessaloniki to Thrace was 
almost continuously under the Byzantine control 116 , while the Slavic groups 
who settled around Thessaloniki were gradually brought under Byzantine 
control and integrated into the administrative mechanism of the Empire until 


H 7i£QL7iTa>crr| xqg Xiou, BvCavztvd 18 (1995-6) 285-302. It should also be noted that the absense of 
other bishops does not mean that they no longer existed. Cf. F. Curta, Greeks (see n. 79) 249-250. 

113. J. R. Wiseman, The City in Macedonia Secunda, in: Villes et peuplement dans VMyricum 
protobyzantin, Actes du colloque organise par VEcole frangaise de Rome, [Collection de l'Ecole fran¬ 
gaise de Rome 77] Rome 1984, p. 289-313. Cf. H. Ohme, Das Concilium Quinisextum (see n. Ill) 
227-228. Cf. PmbZ (see n. 3) no. 4718. See also R.-J. Lilie, Thrakien und Thrakesion. Zur byzan- 
tinischen Provinzorganization am Ende des 7. Jahrhunderts, JOB 26 (1977) 7-47 (for Stoboi see 
p. 37), who considers that the hinterland of Macedonia and Thrace was conquered by the Slavs, 
since the bishops who participated in the Synods of 680 and 692 resided mainly in coastal cit¬ 
ies. The absence of bishops who resided in the mainland, for which could be several explana¬ 
tions, reflects the difficulty of travelling during that period [See also E. Chrysos, H l&quot) tojv 
Gepaxcov K£cf>aAAqvia<;, Auppaxiou kcu Nlko7i6A£0)?, in: Uneipog. 4000 Xp&via EAArp/iKfiQ 
Iozopiag km EIoAniopov, ed. M. B. Sakellariou, Athens 1997, p. 185-189,186. Cf. also M. Leontsini, 
KwvoTavTivoc; A 1 (see n. 21) 182-184 and 198-200. - D. Agoritsas, EKKAqmacmKq opyavcocn] (see 
n. Ill) 35], but does not necessarily imply a loss of Byzantine control over these areas. See also 
H. Ohme, Das Concilium Quinisextum (see n. Ill) 231, note 51: "Die These von Lilie, Thrakien 35, 
man konne bei einem 'auf beiden Konzilien (sc. 680/1 und 692) fehlenden Bischof annehmen, 
dafi das Bistum in dieser Zeit dann nicht existent wad, geht wohl einen Schritt zu weit!". See also 
R. Flogaus, Das Concilium Quinisextum (691/692). Neue Erkenntnisse iiber ein umstrittenes 
Konzil und seine Teilnehmer, BZ 102.1 (2010) 25-64, who sheds new light on the history of the 
Council in Trullo (691/92), since he discovered six new episcopal signatures from Asia Minor in 
the Codex Patmiacus 172, that raise the number of the clerical participants from 220 to 226, rep¬ 
resenting a total of 227 bishoprics. 

114. Maria Nystazopoulou-Pelekidou, EAapiKeg; EyKazaoTaoeic; (see n. Ill) 93. 

115. VI. Popovic, Aux origines de la slavisation des Balkans: la constitution des premieres 
sklavinies macedoniennes vers la fin du Vie siecle, Comptes rendus de VAcademie des Inscriptions 
et Belles-Lettres 124.1 (1980) 230-257, p. 249-252, according to whom the revival of the bishopric 
of Stoboi may be connected with the settlement of the Sermesianoi in Keramesios kampos. See also 
A. Konstantakopoulou, Icttoqikt) rEorypacfiia (see n. 22) 153. - P. Papademetriou, 0EupiK£g oxe- 
cteu; (see n. 26) 178 or|p. 46. 

116. J. Karayannopoulos, H £7UKOiva>via 0EacraAoviKqg-Ka)vaTavTivouTtoAqg Kara xoug 
7°-9° cumv£?, EE0E AU0 22 (1984) 211-229, p. 216. 
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their final subjunction, Christianization and assimilation 117 . 

As a characteristic example of the recognition of imperial authority as early 
as the 7 th century we refer to the case of Drougouvites mentioned in the Kouver 
episode in the second collection of St Demetrius' Miracles 118 . According to this 
narrative, the Sermesianoi 119 crossed the Danube and reached the Keramesios 
kampos (plain). Then, their leader Kouver sent an embassy to the emperor and 
asked for permission to settle there with his people. He petitioned also for ac¬ 
cess to food supplies from the neighbouring Slavic tribe of Drougouvites, sit¬ 
uated probably southeast of Giannitsa 120 . This testimony clearly demonstrates 
the Byzantine control over the region of northwest Macedonia and over the 
Drougouvites 121 . It seems that the Slavic tribes, like the Drougouvites and the 
Rynchinoi, were governed by their own rulers (Qfjyeg), but recognized the 
imperial authority. This is also indicated by the case of Perboundos, who was 
arrested and sent to Constantinople because of information that he was plan¬ 
ning an attack against Thessaloniki. A mixed delegation of local authorities 
from Thessaloniki and noble Slavs went to the capital to plead for his release. 
The emperor promised that he would set him free and allow him to stay in 
Constantinople under supervision, but Perboundos escaped from the capital. 
He was arrested again, tried to escape and was recaptured, and during his in¬ 
terrogation confessed his plans against Thessaloniki and its surrounding area. 
After that he was executed as a conspirator against the imperial authority. The 
story of Perboundos implies the existence of prescribed relations in the frame¬ 
work of an agreement between the Rynchinoi and Byzantium and the impo¬ 
sition of imperial power over them 122 , like the Seven Tribes in Thrace, who 


117. For the means and the stages of this procedure see for Maria Nystazopoulou-Pelekidou, 
EAa|3[X£i; cyKaxauxaoEu; (seen. Ill) 87-104. -Helene Ahrweiler, ButavTivrj Maxe&ovia. A no xov 
evaxo auiva eoji; to 1204: noAixuaj loxopia (O £K[3utavxiVLcrp6<; xa>v EAapwv Tr|g MaKEhovta? 
kcu r| vea 7 ieq(o&o? aKpfj? tti? ©eoctoAovikt)?), in: MaxedovLa. 4000 Xpovia EXArpnxr\Q Iazopiac; 
xai IloAizixjpov, ed. M. B. Sakellariou, Athens 1992, p. 272-279. - P. Papademetriou, ©Eopucei; 
ctxecteu; (see n. 26) 167-218. - N. Dapergolas, EAa/SiKEe eyxazaazaacLQ (see n. 29) 167-180. 

118. See Martha Gregoriou-Ioannidou, To etieioo&io tou Kou(3eq ana «®aupaxa tou Ayiou 
At]ptitqlou», Bvtjxvziaxa 1 (1981) 67-87. 

119. P. Lemerle, Miracles II141 ff. 

120. See Elisavet Chatziantoniou, Eup|3oArj axov Evxo7ucrp6 xr|? aAapucr)? EyKaxdazaar\t ; 
xcov Apotryou^LTCov, in: OiAozipia. Tipiyiixoi- Topoc; yux zip’ opdzipr] xadrp'fizpuxAAx. Zzavpidov 
Zatppaxa, ed. Th. Korres - Polymnia Katsoni -1. Leontiadis - A. Gkoutzioukostas, Thessaloniki 
2011, p. 105-133, with the earlier views of modem research. 

121. See also Maria Nystazopoulou-Pelekidou, BaAxaviKoi Aaol xaza zovq ptaovc; xpovovt;, 
Thessaloniki 1992, p. 87-88. - H. Ahrweiler, Butenmvrj MaKE&ovia (see n. 117) 274. - A. Stavridou- 
Zafraka, ©Epa ©EOCTaAoviKp? (see n. 26) 162. - P. Papademetriou, ©EopiKE? ax ecfeu; (see n. 26) 
199-200. 

122. See the analysis of Chr. Zachopoulos, H noAepiKt) Luyug tojv «EicAa|3Lva>v» axpv «5r) 
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according to Theophanes were clients of the Byzantine emperor and, after the 
establishement of the first Bulgarian state, clients of the Bulgar quagan 123 . 

Such a policy of integration and control of the Slavic groups, which pre¬ 
supposes an agreement with the Byzantine state and the acceptance of the 
Byzantine authority, is also revealed by the seals of archons of Slavic tribes 124 . 
These archons were clearly Byzantine officials. The first mention of an archon 
of a Slavic group is that of Tixcopipoc;, fiaoiAucdc, onaOdpioc, apxcov t cov 
BeAsyeCriTcov, mentioned on an unpublished seal (ex collection of V. Laurent 
which is now in Paris) dating from the beginning of the 8 th century 125 . It seems 
that the leader of the Belegezites who had settled in Thessaly was also in¬ 
tegrated into the Byzantine administration system in the framework of an 


7ioAioQKia» xr)g 0ecraaAovLKr]<; kcu ol ctxecteli; row; pe to putavxivo Kpaxoi; axr|v ibia tceql- 
060, in: IB 1 TlaveAArpno Iazopixo Zvvedpio (Mono? 1991), Thessaloniki 1992, p. 41-63, 55-63. - 
H. Ahrweiler, BuCavxivf) MaKE&ovta (see n. 117) 274. - A. Stavridou-Zafraka, ©Epa ©eoctoAovikt)? 
(see n. 26) 162, who also argues that the Rynchinoi, Strymonites, and Belegezites were under im¬ 
perial control, since Perboundos was punished as a conspirator against the imperial authority, the 
Strymonites were warned by Constantine IV before his campaign against them (see n. 140) and the 
Belegezites provided wheat and pulses to the Thessalonians. - Eadem, Macedonia (see n. 26) 132. 
- Th. Korres, naQaxr|of|OT u; (see n. 54) 151 and 162, who agrees that Perboundos was treated as 
a conspirator against the emperor and that the Rynchinoi were tributary to Byzantines. See also 
P. Papademetriou, ©EopiKE? ctxectei? (see n. 26) 186-189. - F. Curta, The making of Slavs. History 
and Archaeology of the Lower Danube Region, c. 500-700, Cambridge 2006, p. 331. - E. Chrysos 
Settlements of Slavs and Byzantine sovereignty in the Balkans, in: Byzantina Mediterranea. 
Festschrift fur Johannes Koder zum 65. Geburtstag, ed. K. Belke, E. Kislinger, A. Kiilzer and Maria 
Stassinopoulou, Vienna 2007, p. 123-135,133-134, who argues that apart from Rynchinoi "who 
lived as a gens in a condition of peace with the imperial local auhorities" in the framework of an 
agreement that prescribed "roles and activities of them", similar agreements were probably also 
concluded between Byzantium and the other Slavic tribes, regulating the area of their settlement 
and their political relationship to the local imperial authorities. 

123. Theophanes Chronographia, ed. Ch. de Boor, I, Lipsiae 1883 (reprinted Hildesheim 1963), 
359.12-17: "xvpievoavzcov 5k avzcov xai zdrv napaxeipkvcov ZxAavcvwv idvcbv zap Aeyopkvat; 
enza ycveai;, zovq pkv LkpepEu; xazcoxioav and zf\Q kpnpoodEv xAEiaovpac BEpsyafSarv knl 
za npdc; avazoAr/v pkpr\, sip 5k za npdc psoripflpiav xai dvoiv pexpik Apapiac zac vnoAoinovt; 
enza yeveac, vnd naxzov dvzatf. Cf. P. Papademetriou, ©EopLKE? oxeoeu; (see n. 26) 181. - 
F. Curta, The making of Slavs (see n. 122) 111-112, 347. 

124. H. Arhweiler, ButavxLvr) MaKEbovia (see n. 117) 275. - N. Oikonomides, L'archonte 
slave del'Hellade au VUIe siecle, Vizantijskij Vremennik 55 (1998) 111-118. - W. Seibt, Siegel als 
Quelle fur Slawenarchonten in Griechenland, Studies in Byzantine Sigillography 6 (1999) 27-36. - 
Idem, Weitere Beobachtungen zu Siegeln fruher Slawenarchonten in Griechenland, in: Bvfavzwd 
Kpazoc xai Koivcovia. Mvf\pr\ N. OixovopiSr], ed. Anna Avramea et al., Athens 2003, p. 459-466. 

125. W. Seibt, Slawenarchonten 28. - Idem, Weitere Beobachtungen 462 (Abb 1). See also 
Theophanes Chronographia 473.34: "Axapr]poQ, 6 zcov ExAavivdrv zfjc; BeACfiziaQ apxcov" (799). Cf. 
H. Arhweiler, ButotvTivrj MaKEbovta (see n. 117) 275. - N. Oikonomides, L'archonte slave (see 
n. 124) 115,117. - PmbZ (see n. 3) 161. 


BTZANTIAKA 30 (2012-2013) 45-80 



68 


Andreas Gkoutzioukostas 


agreement with the imperial authority. This may be why the Belegezites pro¬ 
vided the ships sent from Thessaloniki with wheat and pulses, as we men¬ 
tioned above. A similar example of an archon during the same period is that 
of Mauros, the head of part of the multiethnic group of Sermesianoi, who was 
appointed nazpixioc xai apxcov Leppijoiavcov xai BovAyapcov' 26 by the em¬ 
peror and settled with his people in Thrace. Other examples of archons of the 
Slavic tribes mentioned on seals are Elezpoc, paoiAixoc onadapioc xai apxcov 
Apovyovfhzcov (first half of the 9 th c.) 127 , Boijbapyoc faoiAixoc onadapioc xai 
apxcov zcov Efhbizcov (second half of the 8 th c.) and Boivbapyoc,, paoiAixoc 
onadapioc; xai apxcov zcov Efhbizcov (a little after the middle of the 8 th c.), 
who are probably the same person 128 , Icoawtjc (?) fiao iA ikoq onadapioc Kcxi 
apxcov zcov Aifiibizcov (first half of the 9 th c.) 129 , Kcovozavzivoc, apxcov Brjxczcov 
(first third of the 9 th c.) 130 , 'Eoayijc, faaiAixoc onaOapoxavbibazoc, apxcov 
zcov Brjxc'tcov (third quarter of the 9 th c.) 131 , Nixijzap, fiaoiAixoc onadapoxav- 
bibazoc xai apxcov zcov Brixizcov (second half of the 9 th c.) 132 , Icoavvric fiaoi- 
Aixoq xovfiixovAapioc xai apxcov Bixpzcov EAAaboc (9 th /10 th c.) 133 and Aecov 
fiaoiAixoc doziapioc, eni zcov oixeiaxcov xai apxcov Bixpzcov or &ifh]zcov (?) 
'EAAaboc (late 9 th -first half of 10 th c.) 134 . 

The archontes of Thessaloniki who appear on seals in the context of the 
theme of Thessaloniki in the second half of the 9 th century, are also considered 


126. G. Zacos - A. Veglery, Seals (see n. 3) no. 934 (late 7 th - early 8 th c.) Cf. P. Lemerle, Miracles 
II 152-153. - Maria Nystazopoulou-Pelekidou, Sceaux byzantins improprement appeles proto- 
bulgares, BvCavTiaxa 11 (1991) 13-22, p. 16-17. See also N. Oikonomides, A Collection of Dated 
Byzantine Lead Seals, Washington, D.C. 1986, no. 25 (p. 38), who does not exclude that the seal 
could also belong to the son of Mauros, who had probably the same name. 

127. Alexandra-Kyriaki Wassiliou, Neue Siegel der 1. Halfte de 9. Jh. aus Siidostbulgarien. Mit 
einem Appendix zu den Drugubiten, Acta Musei Varnaensis n (2004) (= Numismatic and Sphragistic 
Contributions to History of the Western Black Sea Coast, International Conference, Varna, Septembre 12 th - 
15 th 2001), p. 246-253, 249-250. 

128. W. Seibt, Slawenarchonten (see n. 124) 29. - Idem, Weitere Beobachtungen (see n. 124) 
462-463 (abb. 2-3). 

129. W. Seibt, Slawenarchonten (see n. 124) 29-30. - Idem, Weitere Beobachtungen (see n. 124) 

464. 

130. W. Seibt, Slawenarchonten (see n. 124) 33. 

131. W. Seibt, Slawenarchonten (see n. 124) 33. - Idem, Weitere Beobachtungen (see n. 124) 
464 (Abb. 4+5). 

132. W. Seibt, Slawenarchonten (see n. 124) 34. 

133. W. Seibt, Slawenarchonten (see n. 124) 34. 

134. J. Nesbitt - N. Oikonomides, Catalogue (see n. 57) 10.1. - W. Seibt, Slawenarchonten (see 
n. 124) 34. For the Slav archons of Hellas see also N. Oikonomides, L'archonte slave (see n. 124) 
111-118. - W. Seibt, Weitere Beobachtungen (see n. 124) 460-461 (Abb. B). For a seal of 0 e66coqo<;, 
paoiAixdi ; onadapioc; xai apxcov Baysvizlac; (first third of the 8 th century) see ibidem 459-460 
(Abb. A). 
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as chieftains of neighbouring Slavic settlements 135 , or according to others as 
military officers 136 or naval commanders 137 , an institution that needs further 
research. 

Another factor contributing to the gradual subjugation of the Slavs, their 
acceptance of imperial authority and their integration into the Byzantine 
administration was, of course, the campaigns of the emperors against the 
Slavs during 7 th -8 th centuries. Firstly, Constans II (658) campaigned against 
the Skalveniae, that is the Slavs 138 , although the exact region of his military 
operation is not specified. The emperor defeated the Slavs, imposed the im¬ 
perial authority and took many prisoners 139 . The second military operation 
was that of Constantine IV against the Slavs of Strymon after the failed Arab 
siege of Constantinople (674-678) and the end of the siege of Thessaloniki 
(677-678). The Strymonites and Rynchinoi were making naval raids close to 
Constantinople. The emperor, having warned them of his intentions, moved 
successfully against them and restored order and security in the region 140 . 


135. J. Nesbitt - N. Oikonomides, Catalogue (see n. 3) 18.12,18.13. - W. Seibt, Slawenarchonten 
(see n. 124) 31-32. Cf. W. Brandes, Finanzverwaltung (see n. 25) 54. 

136. F. Winkelmann, Byzantinische Rang- und Amterstruktur im 8. und 9. Jahrhundert. Faktoren 
und Tendenzen ihrer Entwicklung, [Berliner Byzantinistiche Studien 53] Berlin, 1985, p. 58. 

137. H. Ahrweiler, Byzance et la mer. La marine de guerre, la politique et les institutions mariti- 
mes de Byzance aux Vlle-XVe siecles, Paris, 1966, p. 48 n. 8. - P. Yannopoulos, H ooydv&jat] xou 
Aiyaiou Kara xr) |U£ao[3uCavxLvr] tceqlo&o, Tlapvaoodp 32 (1990) 200-224, p. 211,213-214, 215, 
218. - A. Stavridou-Zafraka, Macedonia (see n. 26) 135-136. 

138. For the term Sklavenia, which had territorial meaning from the early 9 th century see the 
analysis of E. Chrysos, Settlements of Slavs (see n. 108) 123-135. See also F. Curta, Sklaviniai and 
Ethnic Adjectives: A Clarification, Byzantion. Nea Hellas 30 (2011) 85-98, who accepts the conclu¬ 
sions of Chrysos, but he interprets in a different way a passage of Theophylaktos Simokattes, 
Oixov pEVixrj 'Iozopla, ed. Ch. De Boor, Leipzig 1887, ed. corr. curavit P. Wirth, Stuttgart 1972, 
p. 345 ("... Kara zqp ZxAavqvlap nAqOvop ...") arguing that here Sklavenia means the Slavic 
lands north of the river Danube, an interpretation that does not seem convincing. 

139. Theophanes (see n. 123) 347.6-7: "zovzco zcv ezel ineozpazevoev 6 pacnAEvp xaza ExAavivlap 
xal fixpaAcbzEvoe noAAovp xal imczaZev". Cf. P. Lemerle, Miracles II130. - Chr. Zachopoulos, 
noAepucrj loyvc, (see n. 122) 55-56. - H. Ahrweiler, Butavxivrj Maxebovia (see n. 117) 275. - 
A. Stavridou-Zafraka, ®£|ua ©EcnjaAavixry; (see n. 26) 163. - P. Papademetriou, ©eapuce? axcacig 
(see n. 26) 182-183. - N. Dapergolas, ZAafhxep Eyxazaozaoeip (see n. 29) 79. 

140. P. Lemerle, Miracles I 277-279 (220.5-24): "Taxv yap anavzcov ExAaplvcov zcuv and zov 

ZzpvpdrvoQ xalTvyxlvov ... bid Cevkzcov nAolcov zovp OaAazzlovp nAcozqpap, zovp ini napa- 
xoptbij xapndrv tv zij paoiAsvovoq avidvzap noAsi, napnoAAovp EKnopdqoavzec;, and ze zcov 
vqocov xal xrjc ozevt\q QaAazzqc; xal zarv ini zd Tlapiov xal Tlpoxdwqoov zonovc; ... Toze bf] 6 
zarv npaypazarv xvpiop, 6 xptozooze^>i\c; fjparv flaoiAEVc; . .. zovq ex zov avzoi) (piAoxpl- 

ozov ozpazov bid Qpaxqc xal zcov dcvzkvv xazd zdrv zov ZzpvpdrvoQ xazaozpazonEbEvoai, ox> 
xpvcpqbdv i)zoi AaQpalcoc;, aAAa xal npopqvvoat; avzoiq zfjv npoc; aizoi)Q EneAsvcnv. O'Ouvei ; 
npoEyvcoxozEQ, zap xAEtoovpap xal zovp dxvpcozepovp zonovp xazaAafSdvzEq, npop avzloza- 
oiv zcbv pcvpaixdrv ixozpazevpazcov avOamAlCovzo, naoav zqv pappapov ex biatpopcov fiqyarv 
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A decade later Justinian II (688) headed a campaign which probably took place 
in the area of the upper Strymon in Thrace and the region of Thessaloniki 141 . 
Justinian defeated the Slavic tribes and transferred Slavic populations in Asia 
Minor, but during his return to Constantinople he fell into a Bulgarian am¬ 
bush 142 . The creation of the kleisoura of Strymon is probably connected with that 
expedition 143 . According to the testimony of Constantine Porphyrogennitus in 
his De thematibus lu , Justinian II settled Scythes (that is, Slavs or - according 
to others - Bulgars) 145 , who had been subjucated in the mountains and nar¬ 
row passages of the Strymon region, from Roupel to the valley of the upper 
Strymon 146 , to control the roads from the North and repel Bulgarian attacks 147 . 
With the establishment of the kleisoura of Strymon, which later developed into 
the theme of Strymon, the Byzantines controlled at least the region between the 


popdEiav eip ovppax'iav npozpeipapevoi... vocals; to pcopa'ixbv Kara zdrv ExAapivcov dvebei^e 
azpazonebov, xai dp at; avzoi nEnoipxaoiv evebpap, zoirp avzdtv odevapoirp xai 6£,bxovp xai 
onAizap xazeoipagav. Kai kcpvye naoa tj fSappapop tpvAij ..." . Cf. P. Lemerle, Miracles II 126- 
127. But see also Th. Korres, IIapaxr|pT]axu; (see n. 54) 158-161. The settlements of Slavs in the 
region of Lete (At]xt)) near Thessaloniki mentioned in the next paragraph of the Miracles (280) 
were not permanent but temporary, because of the Slav blockade of Thessaloniki in 677-678. 
See P. Chrestou, Aupytioeip (see n. 28) 107-108. - Th. Korres, IIapaxr|pfiaxLi; (see n. 54) 161. - 
N. Dapergolas, EAapixep eyxazaozdoEip (see n. 29) 133 n. 278 and 163 n. 321. 

141. See M. Gregoriou, H EKcrtpaxeia xou Ioucmviavou B 1 Kara xcov BouAydocuv Kai xcov 
EAa|3cov (688), BvCavziaxa 2 (1982) 113-124. - H. Ahrweiler, BuCovxlvt] MaKEbovia (see n. 117) 
274-275. - A. Stavridou-Zafraka, 0£pa Expupovo? (see n. 110) 312-314. 

142. Theophanes (see n. 123) 364.11-15: "Tovzcp zip ezei Eneazpazevoev Jovoziviavop xaza 
ZxAavivlap xai BovAyapiap. xal zoirp ptv BovAyapovt; npdt; zb napdv vnrptzpxozac; codpoEV, pi- 
Xpi bk 0EoaaAovlxr]Q sxbpapcuv, noAAa nAijdr] zdrv ExAapcov za pev noAtpco, za bk npoopvev- 
za napaAapdrv elp za zov Oipixlov bia zrjpApvbov nepdoap xazeazpoe peprj.ev be zip vnoozpt- 
cpEiv abzov oboozazpOsip bno zdrv BovAyaparv iv zco uzevw zrjp xAeioovpap peza otpaypp zov 
olxetov Aaov xai zpavpaziap noAArjp poAip avzinapeAOEiv i]bwt]dr]". - Nikephoros, Patriarch 
of Constantinople, Short History, ed. C. Mango, [CFHB 13] Washington, D.C. 1990, p. 38.5-11. Cf. 
A. Stavridou-Zafraka, Qcpa ©eooaAoviKt]p (see n. 26) 163. - N. Dapergolas, ZAapixtp eyxaza- 
ozaoEip (see n. 29) 79-82. 

143. A kA Eioovpidpxpp Ezpvpcovop is mentioned on a seal published by G. Zacos, Byzantine 
Lead Seals, vol. II, Berne 1985, no. 318 (late 9 th c. or even earlier). For the kleisourai and kleisou- 
rarchiai see also Martha Gregoriou-Ioannidou, Ol puCavxtve? KAetaoupe? xai KAeiaoupapxlE?, 
BvCavziaxa 9 (1989) 181-202,190 (for the kleisouriarches of Strymon). 

144. Costantino Porfirogenito, De thematibus, ed. A. Pertusi, [Studi e Testi 160] Vatican 1952, 
3.9 (p. 88-89): “To be 6epa zov Zzpvpovop zf\ Maxebovia ovvzezaxzai xai ovbapov zovzov Aoyop 
Eozi nepi Qepazop, ciAA’ dp xAeioovpap zaE,iv AeAbyiozai- xal Zxvdai avzo avzi Maxebbvcov 
biavepovzai, lovoziviavov zov Vivozppzov ev zoip opeoi zov Zzpvpovop xai zaip biapaOpaip zdrv 
xAeioovpdrv zovzovp eyxazoixioavzop". 

145. F. Curta, Greeks (see n. 79) 109-110. 

146. P. Lemerle, Philippes (see n. 18) 125. 

147. J. Karayannopoulos, Aunxpzixo ovozppa (see n. 17) 10. - A. Stavridou-Zafraka, 0E|xa 
Expupovo? (see n. 110) 314-315. 
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confluence of Stroumitza and Strymon river to the Aegean coast 148 . The area 
between Thessaloniki and the Strymon was also under Byzantine control, at 
least during the late 7 th century. Later, Constantine V campaigned against 
the Slavs, not in the region of Thessaloniki but in the theme of Macedonia in 
Thrace 149 . 

There are also other indications that the area around Thessaloniki was 
under Byzantine control. Several offices were located in Thessaloniki during 
the 8 th century, a phenomenon that in our view is inconsistent with a total 
loss of the city's hinterland to the Slavs. In 713, 723/724, 724/725, 727/728 and 
734/735 the genikos kommerkiarios of the apotheke of Thessaloniki, and then in the 
years 737/738, 737/738, 740/741, 742/743, 746/747, 755/756 or 770/771, 773/774, 
778/779, 783/784, 787/797, and 798/799 the basilika kommerkia of Thessaloniki are 
recorded on seals 150 . Both the apothekai and the kommerkia were, according to 
most scholars, connected with the provisioning of the army, although not all 
the apothekai and the basilika kommerkia can be connected with military expe¬ 
ditions 151 . But if this was indeed a function of the apothekai and kommerkia 152 , 
then a logical question arises: where were the supplies in the warehouses 
of Thessaloniki gathered from through taxation, if at least the hinterland of 
the city was not under Byzantine control? In other words, on which areas 
were taxes in kind imposed in order to procure the annona militaris ? Even 
if we assume that the kommerkiarioi of the apotheke and the basilika kommerkia 
were connected with trade 153 and not only with military logistics, this pre- 


148. J. Karayannopoulos, Etukoivgjvlcx (see n. 116) 215. - A. Stavridou-Zafraka, 0epa 
Expupovoi; (see n. 110) 315. 

149. Theophanes (see n. 123) 430.21-22: "Tovzoo to) etei Kcovozavzlvoc zac; xaza zr\v Mcxxe- 
bov'wcv LkMxvivuxq tixpaAcozevoE xai zovq Aoltiovq inoxEtplovQ etzoItjoev". Cf. H. Ahrweiler, 
BuCavxivr) Mcucebovia (see n. 117) 275. - A. Stavridou-Zafraka, 0epa 0£(juaAovLKr|g (see n. 26) 
163-164. - N. Dapergolas, EAapLKEt; EyKazaozdaeu; (see n. 29) 82-83. 

150. W. Braudes, Finanzverwaltung (see n. 25) 609. 

151. M. Hendy, Studies in the Byzantine Monetary Economy c. 300-1450, Cambridge 1985, p. 654 n. 438, 
who relates only one seal of the basilika kommerkia of Thessaloniki in 783 to the expedition of Staurakios 
against the Slavs in Peloponnese, but not the rest of the seals. - W. Brandes, Finanzverwaltung (see 
n. 25) 392-393. 

152. For the role of kommerkiarioi of apotheke and of the basilika kommerkia in supplying the army 
see W. Brandes, Finanzverwaltung (see n. 25) 239 ff. with sources and bibliography. - L. Brubaker 
- J. F. Haldon, Byzantium (see n. 24) 682 ff. also with detailed analysis and certain differentia¬ 
tions compared to W. Brandes' theory. But see also the reservations expressed by J.-Cl. Cheynet, 
L'administration imperiale (see n. 21) 129. 

153. See N. Oikonomides, Silk Trade and Production in Byzantium from the Sixth to the Ninth 
Century: The Seals of Kommerkiarii, DOP 40 (1986) 33-53, p. 46-47. Cf. F. Curta, L'administration 
byzantine dans les Balkans pendant la "grande breche": le temoignage des sceaux, Bizantimstica 
6 (2004) 155-189, p. 165 and 175-177. 
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supposes that there was a significant area of hinterland around Thessaloniki 
under Byzantine control. W. Brandes excludes the possibility that the above 
insitutions were connected with trade, because he considers that the region 
around Thessaloniki was occupied by Slavic tribes and that their transactions 
with Thessaloniki were not of such a large scale as to justify the existense 
of apothekai and basilika kommerkia 15 *. E. Malamut believes, however, that the 
introduction of the basilika kommerkia of Thessaloniki reflects the restoration of 
Byzantine authority over and the taxation of the Slavs 155 . 

Another office, apart from that of the prefect of Thessaloniki, mentioned 
during the 8 th century is that of the abydikos of Thessaloniki who, according to 
N. Oikonomides, was responsible for the control of trade and movement of 
individuals to and from the hinterland of the city 156 . The parallel existence of 
such an institution reinforces the view that the hinterland of Thessaloniki was 
under Byzantine control despite the scattered Slavic presence. 

In addition the paraphylax of Thessaloniki (9 th c.) 157 , who is thought to 
have been the commander of the city's fortress 158 , and the kommerkiarios of 
Thessaloniki (798/799, 795/796, 810/811 and 825/826) 159 , who was in charge of 
collecting taxes imposed on trade transactions 160 , are also known from sigil- 
lary material. 

Consequently, the existence in the city of the above officers, together with 
the prefect of Thessaloniki, who was the highest and most important officer in 
the region, can be explained only if the Byzantines controlled a significant part 
of the region around Thessaloniki, since the financial growth and commercial 
activity of the city and its harbour could not have been achieved without con¬ 
trol of a significant part of its hinterland, as has been correctly observed 161 . 
Besides, it is not possible that the Byzantine state could allow the existence of 
a shadow government confined to Thessaloniki for a century, from the end of 


154. W. Brandes, Finanzverwaltung (see n. 25) 392. 

155. E. Malamut, Thessalonique 830-904, in: Zwischen Polis, Provinz und Peripherie. Beitrdge 
zur byzantinischen Geschichte und Kultur, ed. L. M. Hoffmann - A. Monchizadeh, Wiesbaden 
2005, p. 159-190,177 n. 137: "les nombreux sceaux des basilika kommerkia de Thessalonique a 
partir de 730 jusqu'en 784 refletent l'enrigestrement fiscal des territoires occupes par les Slaves, 
qui echappaient jusque la a Tadministration centrale". 

156. N. Oikonomides, Abydos (see n. 21) 241-248. 

157. J. Nesbitt - N. Oikonomides, Catalogue (see n. 3) no. 18.52 (9 th c.). Cf. also the remarks of 
the editors in no. 18.36. 

158. N. Oikonomides, Abydos (see n. 21) 241. - J. Nesbitt - N. Oikonomides, Catalogue (see 
n. 57) no. 36.5, p. 96-97. 

159. W. Brandes, Finanzverwaltung (see n. 25) 609-610. 

160. For the basilikoi kommerkiarioi who appeared in late 8 th century see W. Brandes, 
Finanzverwaltung (see n. 25) 416-418, with earlier bibliography. 

161. A. Stavridou-Zafraka, 0ep a ©caaaAovLicqt; (see n. 26) 165. 
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the 7 th to the end of the 8 th century, in the region of the empire's second largest 
city 162 . 

The formation of the theme of Thessaloniki before 824 or 826 163 denotes 
Byzantine control of the area in the 9 th century 164 . The strategos of Thessaloniki 
replaced the prefect of Thessaloniki as the supreme officer in the region, al¬ 
though it is not clear whether the two offices co-existed for a short period, 
since certain seals of the prefect of Thessaloniki are dated during the first half of 
the 9 th century. The jurisdiction, however, of the strategos of Thessaloniki was 
also not confined solely to the city itself, but covered a region extending from 
the Strymon to Pindos and from Olympus or the Tempe valley to, possibly, 
the average flow of Axios 165 . 

It may be concluded from the above analysis that Byzantine dominion 
and consequently the jurisdiction of the prefect of Illyricum and the prefect of 
Thessaloniki were not necessarily confined within the limits of the city, despite 
the disintegration of the prefecture of Illyricum and the devastation caused by 
Slavic raids. On the contrary, at least from the late 7 th century a significant 


162. J. Karayannopoulos, Alolktjzlko avazr]pa (see n. 17) 14. 

163. J. Nesbitt - N. Oikonomides, Catalogue (see n. 3) 50-51. - A. Stavridou-Zafraka, Macedonia 
(see n. 26) 132-133. - Eadem, ©epa ©EOCTaAoviKT)? (see n. 26) 165. See also J. Karayannopoulos, 
Aioikx]zck6 ovozrjpa (see n. 17) 20. Cf. W. Brandes, Finanzverwaltung (see n. 25) 54. 

164. N. Dapergolas, ZAapucec; eyKazaozdaeiQ (see n. 29) 169. In the other western areas of 
Greece which were under Byzantine control and had previously belonged to the prefecture of 
Illyricum, apart from the theme of Hellas, the theme of Kephallonia that included the Ionian islands 
(8 th c.) was established [J. Nesbitt - N. Oikonomides (see n. 57) 1-2. - Chr. Tsatsoulis, Some re¬ 
marks on the date of creation and the role of the maritime theme of Cephalonia (End of the 
7th-llth century). Studies in Byzantine Sigillography 11 (2011) 153-172, who argues that the theme 
was created sometime in the end of the 7th century], while a doux ofNikopolon, whose seat was in 
the Ionian islands or rather in Nikopolis, is mentioned on a seal dated to the first third of the 8 th 
century [see Alexandra-Kyriaki Wassiliou-Seibt, Nea oxoixeiot yia tt| [3uCavTivrj NlkottoAt] [3a- 
oel CTc[)QayiCTTiKcbv bebopevarv, in: NikotioAk; B', nponcziica zov Aevztpov AieBvovc; Zvpnoolov 
yux zt\ NikotzoAti (11-15 Zenzeppplov 2002), ed. K. L. Zachos, Preveza 2007, p. 587-593, 587-589 
(no. 1)], before the formation of the Nikopolis theme in the 9 th century [J. Nesbitt - N. Oikonomides, 
Catalogue (see n. 57) 9-10]. The Byzantine presence in the region during the 8 th century is also 
confirmed by the sigillary evidence for bishops of Nikopolon [see ibidem 10, no. 2.11 and 2.13] 
and of Corfu (see ibidem, no. 5.2). See also the recent study of E. Kislinger, Dyrrachion und die 
Kiisten von Epirus und Dalmatien in fruhen Mittelalter - Beobachtungen zur Entwicklung der 
byzantinischen Oberhoheit, Millenium 8 (2011) 313-352 (with rich bibliography), who argues that, 
from the few outposts on the East Adriatic coast that remained under the imperial authority 
(Dyrrachion, Butrint, Nikopolis and several Dalmatian islands), the Byzantines managed gradu¬ 
ally to expand their power on the coastal areas and the hinterland occupied by the Slavs. He 
recognizes the creation of themes in Kephallonia, Dyrrachion and Dalmatia as an important step 
in the restoration of Byzantine dominion. 

165. J. Karayannopoulos, Aiovkt\ziko ovozr]pa (see n. 17) 20. - A. Stavridou-Zafraka, ©epa 
©ECTCTaAovLKr)? (see n. 26) 167. 
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area, extending to the east of the theme of Thrace, initially to the east of Nestos 
and then of Strymon 166 , to the north of the theme of Hellas, which included all 
or parts of Thessaly, central Greece, Euboea and Peloponnese 167 , to the west of 
Pindos and to the south of Stoboi, was controlled by the Byzantines and prob¬ 
ably governed by the prefect of Thessaloniki 168 . 


4. Comparing the prefect of Thessaloniki with the prefects of other cities of 
the empire. 

Another problem that should be examined is what kind of prefects were 
those who are mentioned in relation to other cities of the empire. G. Zacos and 
A. Veglery published a seal of NiKqxag, vnaxoQ, paoiAncdc; onaOapioc, xai 
enapxoc; Nixaiac, (8 th c.) 169 . The editors considered the owner of the seal to be 
the same person as the prefect of Thessaloniki Niketas mentioned on another seal 
(second quarter of the 8 th c.) 170 and claim that Niketas was not an urban prefect 
ofNikaia, since such an office is not attested in the sources, but was probably an 
archon of the harbour of the city of Nikaia located to the east of Lake Askania 
in Bithynia 171 , as in the case of Thessaloniki. Apart from the justified reserva¬ 
tions expressed concerning the identification of the above individuals 172 , it 


166. I. G. Leontiades, napaTr|QT)a£i<; cm? 6 loikt)tlke? 6 opi? tt|? 0oockt|? (7° e -l 0 K au), in: 
npaxzLKd naveAArp/iov Zvvebpiov. AvazoAacrj PcopvAia. Ioxopia kcu HoAixiapoc; (Kopoxpvij, 
4-6 AnpiAiov 2008), Thessaloniki 2009,123-139, with the previous bibliography. 

167. A. Avramea, H |3uCavTivf) ©EcrouAia pexpi tou 1204, [BipAioOrjicr) Eocf)ia? N. EapmoAou 27] 
Athens 1974, p. 28-30. - J. Nesbitt - N. Oikonomides, Catalogue (see n. 3) p. 22. - J. Koder - F. Hild. 
Hellas und Thessalia, [Tabula Imperii Byzantini 1] Wien 1976, p. 57. For the archaeological evidence 
regarding the Byzantine presence and control over Peloponnese, even in the regions supposed 
to have been conquered by the Slavs in 586, according to the testimonies of the Chronicon of 
Monembasia (see E. Kislinger, Regionalgeschichte als Quellenproblem. Die Chronik von Monembasia 
und das Sizilianische Demenna. Eine historisch-topographische Studie, [TIB 8] Wien 2001, 23 ff.) and 
other sources, see A. Avramea, Le Peloponnese du TVe au Vllle siecle. Changements et persistances, 
[Byzantina Sorbonensia 15] Paris 1997, p. 67-104. - Anna Lambropoulou - H. Anagnostakis - 
Boula Konti - Angeliki Panagopoulou, Eup[3oArj crrqv £Qpr)veia tcov aoyaioAoyiKtJV T£Kpr)Qia>v 
XT]? n£Ao7TOVvrjCTOu Kara tou? «Ekoteivou? aidiVE?», in: Ot okoxelvol aidrvec, (see n. 108) 187- 
229. See also the study of A. Avramea, Les Slaves dans le Peloponnese, p. 293-302, and Natalia 
Poulou-Papademetriou, ButavTivt] KepapiKT] (see n. 108) p. 231-266 in the same volume. 

168. Cf. J. Karayannopoulos, Aioiktjxiko ovoxppa (see n. 17) 16-20 and map. 4-6. 

169. G. Zacos - A. Veglery, Seals (see . 3) no. 3156. 

170. G. Zacos - A. Veglery, Seals (see n. 3) no. 957. - J. Nesbitt - N. Oikonomides, Catalogue (see 
n. 3) no. 18.20. 

171. For the existence of a small port in Nikaia see the references by Chr. Giros, Les fortifi¬ 
cations medievales, in: La Bithynie au Moyen Age, ed. B. Geyer - J. Lefort, [Realites Byzantines 9] 
Paris 2003, p. 209-224, 211. 

172. PmbZ (see n. 3) no. 5393. 
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should also be mentioned that the prefect of Thessaloniki had nothing to do with 
the city's harbour, since there was another official in charge of the harbour 
during the 8 th century, namely the abydikos of Thessaloniki. N. Oikonomides 
argued that Nikaia was administered by a prefect, like Constantinople or 
Thessaloniki 173 . But the historical conditions and the developments in that re¬ 
gion cannot explain the introduction of an institution similar to that of the 
prefect of Constantinople or of the prefect of Thessaloniki. 

The power of the prefect of Nikaia was probably not limited to the city of 
Nikaia, the capital of the Opsikion theme, but extended to the whole periphery 
of the theme. There is a similar case, that of a protokentarchos of Nikaia Gregorius 
who is mentioned on another lead seal (8 th /9 th c.) and was an official of the 
Opsikion theme attached to Nikaia, as noted by the editors 174 . In our opinion, 
the prefect of Nikaia could also have been an official of the Opsikion theme. The 
above offices bear the name of the capital of the theme, where the headquar¬ 
ters of the strategos were located, but their jurisdiction probably extended to 
the whole theme. In our view, the prefect of Nikaia could be identified with 
the prefects of the themes for which various and contradictory views have been 
expressed; but this is an issue that needs further investigation and is beyond 
the scope of this study 175 . In any case, the prefect of Nikaia was not necessarily 
an urban prefect. 

As has been mentioned, prefects are also attested in Nikomedeia, Amorion 
and Catania. According to an anonymous Syriac Chronicon, the tomb of 
Nikomedes I, the founder of the city of Nikomedeia, was found in a cave near 
the city during the reign of Constantine V (741-775). The tomb was full of pre¬ 
cious objects, and when the "praefectus civitatis" was notified of the discovery 
he informed the emperor 176 . Here a governor in Nikomedeia is mentioned. 


173. J. Nesbitt - N. Oikonomides, Catalogue of Byzantine Seals at Dumbarton Oaks and in the 
Fogg Museum of Art, vol. 3, Washington, D.C. 1996, no. 59, p. 104. Cf. R. Bondoux, Les villes, in: La 
Bithynie (see n. 171) p. 377-409, 397. 

174. J. Nesbitt - N. Oikonomides, Catalogue (see n. 173) no. 59.6. 

175. For the prefects and proconsuls of the themes see W. Brandes, Finanzverwaltung (see n. 25) 118- 
136, who considers them as simple honorific titles. For a different point of view see J. F. Haldon's 
review of W. Brandes' book, BZ 86.2 (2003) 715-728, p. 722-723; See also L. Brubaker - J. F. Haldon, 
Byzantium (see n. 24) 671-679. 

176. Chronicon anonymum ad annum Chnsti 1234pertinens, interpretatus est J.-B. Chabot, [CSCO 
109. Scriptores Syri 56] Louvain 1937, p. 263.26 ff.: “Hoc tempore, propeNicomediam, urbem Bithyniae, 
invenerunt quidam speluncam in qua sepultus erat Nicodemus rex, urbis conditor, iacens supra lectulum 
aureum ... Cum haec invenissent effossores, timuerunt et monuerunt praefectum civitatis. Praefectus 
autem, ne palpabit quidem has tantas divitias, sed certiorem fecit imperatorem Constantinum". Cf. PmbZ 
(see n. 3) no. 1088, where it is mentioned for the praefectus (Statthalter von Nikomedeia): "Sicher 
legendar, von anderen Quellen nicht bestatigt". - W. Brandes, Finanzverwaltung (see n. 25) 53 n. 216. 
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but it is not certain that the prefect who acted in Nikomedeia, the capital of the 
Optimaton theme, was an urban prefect like that of Constantinople. Besides, the 
term praefectus in the translation is not necessarily a special technical term, but 
is also used in other passages to denote the governor in general 177 . 

A prefect in Amorion is also mentioned in the Chronicle of Michael the 
Syrian (12 th c.), which states that, after the capture of Amorion (838), the Arabs 
took as prisoners the patrikios Aetios, an unnamed eparchos and Bodinos and 
returned to their homeland 178 . The editor, B. Chabot, identifies the eparchos or 
hyparchos with Theodoros Krateros 179 mentioned by Theophanes Continuatus 
as one of the officers captured after the fall of Amorion 180 . This identifica¬ 
tion, however, is risky and the exact office held by Krateros is not known; Bar 
Hebraeus considered the title eparchos as a name (Euparka) and not as an of¬ 
fice 181 . According to Theophanes Continuatus, Krateros was one of the officers 
("fjyepovac; xai apyovzaf) sent to help the strategos ofAnatolikon Aetios de¬ 
fend Amorion. In this case, too, it is not certain that the eparchos was an urban 
prefect like that of Constantinople. 

We have to take into consideration that Nikomedeia was the capital of 
the Optimaton theme and Amorion the capital of the Anatolikon theme. Thus, the 
existence of prefects in these cities, assuming that the testimonies of the Syrian 


177. See for example the same page of the Chronicon, where the military campaigns of Constantine 
V are described: "Et cum essent Romani in Armenia, venit Chaledus filius Achaei, praefectus Edessae cum 
exercitu Arabum". See also page 264: "praefecit Saluhumfilim Ali universae Aegypto et Libyae ... Et cum 
praefecturam execeret lachias in Mosulem .. Cf. J. R. Martindale, The Prosopography of the Later Roman 
Empire, vol. IIIA-IIIB (527-641), Cambridge 1992, p. 376 (Cyrus 16), who had been appointed by 
Chosroes governor of Edessa (praefectus Edessae), and p. 1438 (Anonymous 62). 

178. Le Chronique de Michel le Syrien, editee pour la premiere fois et traduites en frangais par 
J.-B. Chabot, vol. Ill, Paris 1905 (Bruxelles 1963), p. 101. 

179. Michel le Syrien (see n. 178) 101 n. 4. For Theodoros Krateros see PmbZ (see n. 3) no. 7679. 

180. Theophanes Continuatus, ed. I. Bekker, [CSHB] Bonnae 1838, p. 126.3-15: "7ioAAdrv ouv 
ovppovAEvdvzarv pEzoixfjoai tov ev Apopkp oixovvza Aadv xai zecoq bnExbpapElv zip’ Aoxezov 
(popav t a>v Zapaxijvdrv (no Ain; yap rjv^r]zo xai Aadv inrpyEzo aAqxzov), azonov pkv iifralvezo 
zovzo zip BeocpiAip xai avavbpov, xaAov 6k xai npoc avbplav evobov zo paAAov knoxvpwoai airzo 
xai ozpazrpyov yewaiov biaodroai povAalp. Aezioq ijv ovzoq 6 nazpixioc; xai zdrv AvazoAixcdv 
ozpazrpydQ. insi 6k xai zivoq noAvxEipiai; kbkszo, xai zavzpv ankozaAxev 6 @£6<f>iAoQ wc. nav- 
zaxodEv avziazqooptvov xai zdv kxdpdv kxvixr\aovzoQ. ini zovzoiq ibibov bp rpyepovac xai 
apxovzac; zovq peza ppaxv papzvpqoovzac, Beobiopov ze zdv Kpazepov xai BedipiAov xai tov 
BapovzCixov- olzzvEQ ov pdvov ekeLvov zov Aaov aAAa xai zrjp (pdAayyop zdrv zEooapaxovza bvo 
papzvparv ysydvacnv apxrpyot". 

181. See E. A. Budge, The Chronography of Gregory Abut Faraj 1225-1286, the Son of Aaron, the 
Hebrew physician commonly known as Bar Hebraeus being the first part of his political history of the world, 
London 1932 (reprinted in USA and Great Britain 2003), p. 137: "And they seized 'AETlS the 
Patrician, and EUPARKA, and BOD IN who betrayed the city, and they destroyed heaps, heaps 
(of the people)". Cf. PmbZ (see n. 3) no. 11607. 
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Chronicles are accurate and refer to the Byzantine technical term enapxoQ, 
could also be related to the themes. 

Finally, a prefect named Lucius acting in Catania is mentioned in the 
Greek Vita of Leo of Catania (BHG 981b) compiled towards the end of the 
second phase of Iconoclasm, circa 838-843 182 , and in a short prose version of 
the Vita (BHG 981) 183 , which should be dated later, perhaps in the 10th cen¬ 
tury 184 . Augusta Acconcia Longo, the editor of the second version, held that 
Lucius was an anthypatos and eparchos of the theme of Sicily 185 , an opinion re¬ 
jected by W. Brandes, who thinks that the avOvnazoi and enapxot zojv 0e- 
pazcov were honorific titles revived in the framework of an "administrative 
Protorenaissance" during the first half of the 9 th century 186 . A. G. Alexakis, the 
last editor of the Vita, believes that Lucius was an urban prefect, a prefect of 
Catania, like that of Constantinople 187 . The office of the prefect is mentioned in 
the Vita as enapxozrp% ("t ov zrjc enapxoTTjTOQ nepidofov peyeBovg") 188 . The 
term, according to A. Alexakis, designates the praefectus urbis and the above 
phrase is vaguely reminiscent of that of John Lydus, De Magistratibus ("Tlepi 
tt/c enapxoTijzot ; t <vv Ylpaizcopiarv. To pev neplpAenzov zt\q apxpc; ...") 189 . It 
is obvious, though, that Lydus refers to the prefectus praetorio and not to the 
praefectus urbis. 

Finally, S. Cosentino considers Lucius as praetor of Sicily 190 . It is related in 
the Vita that Lucius sent a letter to the emperor describing the events that took 
place in his province "xaza zi)v5e zt)v kcxQ' rpuxc, enapx'tav" 191 . This phrase 
implies, in our opinion, that Lucius acted indeed as a governor of the prov- 


182. The Greek Life of St Leo bishop of Catania (BHG 981b). Text and Notes by Alexander G. Ale¬ 
xakis. Translation by Susan Wessel, [Sodete des Bollandistes] Bruxelles 2011, ch. 16 (p. 158.2 and 
10.9), ch. 17 (p. 160.3), ch. 30 (p. 176.1,9), where the prefect Lucius is also referred. 

183. See A. Acconda Longo, La vita di S. Leone vescovo di Catania e gli incantesimi del mago 
Eliodoro, Rivista di Studi Bizantini e Neoellinici 26 (1989) 3-98 (text 80-98), 86-88. 

184. See A. G. Alexakis, Life (see n. 182) 9 ft, with an extended analysis concerning the ver¬ 
sions, the content and the date of the Greek Life of St Leo. 

185. See A. Acconcia Longo, La vita (see n. 183) 40-42. 

186. W. Brandes, Finanzverwaltnng (see n. 25) 121 n. 362. 

187. See A. G. Alexakis, Life (see n. 182) 67, 95,220,253. 

188. A. G. Alexakis, Life (see n. 182) ch. 9 (152.13). 

189. Jean Le Lydien, Des Magistratures de VEtat Remain, ed. M. Dubuisson - J. Schamp, vol. 1-2, 
Paris 2006, II. 5. 

190. S. Cosentino, Prosopografia dell'Italia Bizantina (493-804), vol. II: G-O, [Collana Medievistica 
diretta da Antonio Carile 9] Bologna 2000, p. 301-302 (Ludus 3). It should also be noted that in the 
Latin Vita of Leo (BHL 4838) Ludus is termed proconsul, although the Latin Vita was compiled 
much later and has certain differences compared to the Greek one [see PmbZ (see n. 3) no. 4636 
for the problems concerning the two Vitae]. 

191. A. G. Alexakis, Life (see n. 182) ch. 17 (160.5). 
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ince, or that he had jurisdiction over the whole province, but he was not an 
urban prefect (of Catania). It seems that the terms enaqxoc, and £7iaQXOTr)g 
are used anachronistically and not accurately by the writer of the Vita. In any 
case, Lucius was certainly not an urban prefect. 


Conclusion 

The prefecture oflllyricum existed from the 4 th century to, probably, the end 
of the 7 th century. The prefect oflllyricum mentioned in the first collection of St 
Demetrius' Miracles is identified with the prefect of the second collection. In 
Thessaloniki there was a "ruling class" that participated actively in the admin¬ 
istration of the city, a fact that contradicts the theory that the prefect oflllyricum 
was transformed into an urban prefect similar to that of Constantinople or that 
a new urban prefect like the praefectus urbis was established in Thessaloniki. 

The prefect of Thessaloniki (8 th -9 th c.) was, rather, a survival of the praefectus 
lllyrici. His jurisdiction was not confined only to the city of Thessaloniki, 
but probably covered a region extending to the east of Strymon to the north 
of Thessaly, to the west of Pindos and to the south of Stoboi, that was con¬ 
trolled by the Byzantines, as can be concluded from the gradual extension 
of Byzantine control over the Slavic tribes around Thessaloniki and their in¬ 
tegration into the Byzantine administrative system, as well as from the ex¬ 
istence of many offices situated in Thessaloniki (8 th -9 th c.), such as the genikos 
kommerkiarios of the apotheke, the basilika kommerkia, the kommerkiarioi, the abydikos 
and the paraphylax, the existence of which presupposes Byzantine control of the 
city's hinterland. 

It is true that a prefect of Thessaloniki and not oflllyricum is cited on seals 
of the 8 th and 9 th century, but it cannot be concluded from the name of the 
institution alone that the prefect of Thessaloniki was an urban prefect like that 
of Constantinople; it is also indicative that the jurisdiction of the strategos of 
Thessaloniki, who replaced the prefect of Thessaloniki as the supreme officer in 
the region, was not confined solely to the city itself. 

In addition, the administrative model of a praefectus urbis was not applied 
to other cities of the empire, as it has been argued, since the prefects mentioned 
in Nikaia, Nikomedeia, Amorion and Catania in Sicily were not urban prefects 
according to our analysis. 

The duties of the prefect of Thessaloniki would have been taxation and the 
administration of justice, although there is no reference to them in the sources. 
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Avdpeaq E. ExovxEiovxcvoxac; 


O enapxoc, IAAvpixov kcu o enapxoc, QeooaAovixtjc,. 

Ettjv naqovoa peAexr] eB,exdC,ovxai to 7 iQo| 3 Ar)|aa xrjg didQKELag xrjg 
enapxoxrixac; IAAvpixov k«lt] ctxeotj too enapxov IAAvpixov |ae tov enapxo 
&eaaaAovixpc, 7100 |aaQTOQ£LTaL cte crc()Qayt&£g ( 8 0 !; - 9 0t; ai.). 

Me |3dor) TT]V KQLTLKT] TTQOCTEyy LOT) TUV a VT LKQOOO |a£VCOV a7IOl|j£COV Tr)g 
VEOTEQtjg £Q£ovag, ttjv avdAoCTr) tcov 7iAt)qoc|)oqlcov tuv 0ao|aaT<ov too 
Aytoo Arnar)TQLOO, tcov acj)riyri|aaTLKCov Tirjycdv Kat too ac))QayiaTLKod oAl- 
koo KaOcog tcaL ttjv a£ lotto tr)OT) tuv ttoq LO|rdTCov Trjg aQxaLoAoyLKrjg eqeo- 
vag TiQOEKOcJtav t a aicoAooBa oo|a7i£Qaa|aaTa. 

H enapxoxTjxa IAAvpixov AELTOOQyodoE a7io tov 4° |texql t a teAtj 7ie- 
qL7IOO too 7 ov oacbva. O enapxoc; IAAvpixov 7100 |avr)|aov£d£TaLOTr)v nqcbxr\ 
aoAAoyri tcov 0ao|aaTCov too Aytoo Ar]|ar]TQLOO 5 ev 6llxc))oqo7tol£ iTai oe oxi- 
ot) |a£ tov enapxo tioo avac|)£Q£Tai ott) Seoteq!] aoAAoyr) tcov 0ao|aaTCov. 

H vnaqEr] |atag iaxoQT|g TOTUKi^g «dqxovoac, Td^rjg» ott) ©eoctoAovuct), 
7100 Ad|a|3av£ EVEQya |a£Qog ott) &lolkt]ot) Trjg 7i6Ar)g xai 4)q6vtlC£ yia tov 
£7iiCTLTLCT|a6 xai ttjv aofyaAeia Trjg, EQXETai oe avTL0£or) |as tt) 0£coQia otl 
o enapxoc; IAAvpixov |a£TaTQa7ir)K£ oe e vav enapxo noAecoq 6|-iolo |te tov 
enapxo xrjg KcovoxavxivovnoArjc; r| otl svag vsog enapxoc; noAew; Kara to 
7iqoto7io Trjg Kan/CTTavTLV007ioAr)g ELor'ixOr] ott) ©EaaaAovtKr). 

AvTL0£Ta o enapxoc, QeooaAov’iKTjc; (8 oq -9 ,K au) r|Tav |aaAAov ettl|3lcoot] 
too enapxov IAAvpixov KaLT) dLKaLodoota too 5ev TiEQLOQLCoTav |aovo cttt)v 
7i6Ar) Ttjg ©EooaAovtKrig, aAAa EKTELVOTav 7iL0avoTaTa oe \ata eoqoteqt) 
7i£QL(J)£Q£ux 7ioo rjAEyxav ol BoCavTLVot, avaToAuca too ETQO|aova, 5otlkcx 
Trjg Ettvdoo, poQELtog Tr)g ©EaoaAtag kcil vortcog tcov Eto|3cov. Ettjv d7ioi{ir) 
aoTrj aovrjyoQodv rj oTadLaKrj etiektlxot] too |3oCavTLVod eAcyxoo £7it tcov 
oAa|3LKcdv cjidAcov 7100 el xav EyKaTaoTa0£L ydQco a7io tt) ©EooaAovtKr), rj 
evocopaxcoor] Toog ctto |3oCavTLv6 5lolkt)tlk6 ctoott] |aa peoco too 0£O|aod 
too apxovxoQ tcov aAa|3LKcdv o|aa5cov tcaL rj TaoTOXQOvr) OTiaQ^r] KaL Ael- 
TOOQyta tioAAcov 07iaAAr|Acov KaL 07ir)Q£aicdv ott) ©eoctoAovckt) (8 lK -9' K aL), 
OTicog too yevixov xoppepxiapiov ano6r\xr]<;, tcov fiacnAixcvv xoppepx'icov, tcov 
xoppepxiap'uov, too afivbixov KaL too napacpvAaxoq, yEyovog tioo 7iqootio- 
0ETEL tov sAsyxo Ttjg EV&oycdQag Trjg ©EooaAovLKrig and Toog BoCavTLVodg. 
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ELvaLyeyovos 6ziozic;a(^Qa-Yibec;pvr[povevezaienapxoc;0eooaAoviKT]c; 
Kaioxienapxoc; IAAvpixov, aAAabev |T7ioQ£Lvao7iocm]QLX0£L |~iovo pe |3aor) 
to ovo|aa too a^idopazoc, otl o enapxot; TieQLOQiCoxav cttt) ©EaCTaAovLicr). 
AAAgjctte kcxv rj 5LKaLo5oaia too ozpazrjyov OeaoaAoviKTjc; 7100 e&qeoe etil- 
crr]s ott)v 7ioAr) ektelvotcxv oe (ata eoqoteqtj txeqloxi]. 

EtiltiAeov to 6lolkt]tlko |tovteAo too enapxov noAecoc; Sev EcjjaQiaoaTt]- 
ke Kai ct£ aAAec, noAeiq tt)<; aoTOKQaTOQiag, oticoc; exei o7iooTr)Qix0£i, k a- 
dcbc, ol enapxoi 7100 |aaQTOQOovTai cttt) Nticaia, tt) NiKO|ai]&£ia, to A|t6qlov 
xai tt]v Karavr) tt]c; ElkeAlcxc; 5ev cfiaivETai va rjTav enapxoi noAecoc;, oncoc, 
7lQO£KOl)j£ a7IO TT)V avdAoCTT| TCOV 7lAr]QOCj)OQLajV TCOV 7IT)yC0V. 

Ta KOQia Ka0rjKOVTd too enapxov OeaoaAov'ixrjc; tiqettel va rjTav r) 
£7u|3oArj KaL eiongatp tuv cJjoqwv Km rj a7iovo|arj &LKaiooovr)<;, |aoAovoTL 
5 ev 07iaQX£LKa7ioia aacjrrjg avacjioQa cttls nr\yec;. 
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